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Foreword 


A man familiarly called “Strip” is putting his cue in the rack 
down in Washington after 10 thankless years of flushing ter- 
mites from their hiding niches within the American structure. 

Did I say “thankless”? Perhaps I exaggerate. Probably the 
vast bulk of his fellow Americans understand the mighty 
service Robert Stripling has rendered to their country during 
a decade as chief investigator for the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities. 

They—the rank-and-file Americans—have supported him 
with sympathy and encouragement down through the years 

hen his committee was serving as on open target for the 
bonfused “liberals,” the myopic editorialists who condemned 
Stalinism abroad but condoned it at home, and the unbridled 
| guttersniping of the Communist smear specialists. 
' Yes, the American public is undoubtedly grateful to this 
still-youthful man called “Strip.” But the weary cynicism 
which sometimes shrouds “Strip” as he assays the national 
; picture stems from honest causes. He is probably the most un- 
" appreciated patriot of the day, a man whose signal services to 
democracy have met with scorn, derision, misunderstanding, 
and even persecution. 
I hope Robert Stripling can extract a modicum of bitter 
amusement from the controversy that has swirled around his 
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head in recent years. He is the one man who has really put the 
finger on the subversives tunnelling under our form of life— 
and yet he has been subjected to abuse from every angle of 
the political compass for his reward. 

This lean, intense Texan expected nothing but calumny 
from the Communists. He was a little surprised when the 
pompous pundits of the big, pretentious newspapers—news- 
papers which make a point of proclaiming their anti-Commu- 
nism—began to fricassee his accomplishments as their conces- 
sion to the fashionable trends of the day. I guess “Strip” will 
have to wait until he reaches Heaven before receiving proper 
recognition for his achievements. 


# # & 


The steady illumination which “Strip focused on the Stalin- 
ist conspiracy placed his critics in something of a quandary. 
Unable to deflate his voluminous proofs, they. have been 
forced to carp about the “methods” of his committee. 

There is little doubt that some of the more edgy members 
of the committee did make “Strip’s” problem unnecessarily 
difficult. And I myself believe that his tactics could have been 
a little more subtle at times. Not to tone down the disclosures, 
mind you, but rather to point up the extent of Communist 
penetration in key fields of American life. 

During the Hollywood hearings, for instance, I always 
thought “Strip” was a little too fast on the trigger with his 
$64 question—“Are you now or have you ever been a member 
of the Communist party?” I would have like to have seen the 
witnesses questioned about the indisputable evidence linking 
them to every twist and variation of the Stalinist line. I firmly 
believed such an interrogation would have isolated the card- 
holding Communists for all America to see. 

But the angels, if not the “liberals,” were on Stripling’s side. 
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The Communist tactics couldn’t have been better calculated 
to arouse public resentment had “Strip” charted them himself. 
The stupid subjection to Asiatic techniques which inhibits 
domestic Communists completely alienated the American 
public. 

When the press, radio, and newsreels began to reveal the | 
surly arrogance and the vicious injections of anti-Semitism 
which the “unfriendly” witnesses substituted for rational an- 
swers, the tide turned completely in favor of “Strip.” The 
ground-swell of indignation against the “unfriendly” witnesses 
became so powerful that even Hollywood had to take heed 
and act. 

But I am getting away from the subject. I just wanted to 
write a few words in tribute to “Strip” as he takes leave of the 
task he has fulfilled so conspicuously. He has earned the ae 
tude of every American. Au revoir, “Strip.” 


FRANK CONNIFF 
(Reprinted from the New York Journal-American. ) 
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The Red Plot Against America 


CHAPTER 1 


A Few Blunt Facts 


AT THE beginning let me attempt to outline, without conjec- 
ture, the scope of the Communist conspiracy against the 
Government and people of the United States. 

To do so is to invite the charge of Fascist, Red-baiter, witch- 
hunter, smear-artist. To fail to do so is to capitulate supinely to 
a resourceful enemy who can endure any counter-attack ex- 
cept exposure. 

That a conspiracy exists is more than obvious, though the 
conspirators, who are anything but fools, have been able to 
spread devious doubt about nature of their continuing ac- 
tivities. | 

The conspiracy operates astutely within the texture of our 
Constitution and the resilient borders of our native tolerance. 
For 25 years it has made steady inroads into our institutions 
and utilized respected American individuals. It has capitalized 
on the inherent decency of our people and their respect for the 
rights of minorities. Even Presidents of the United States in- 
advertently have served its purposes. 

The roots of the conspiracy are as clearly defined in the 
writings of Marx, Lenin and Stalin as were the roots of the 
comparatively less ambitious Naziism: in Hitlers “Mein 
Kampf.” Its growth can be vividly traced in the known activi- 
ties of its agents in this country far a quarter of a century. It 
is continuing as you read these words, 
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Its goal is simple: the destruction of life as we know it, and 
of the liberties we won at such heavy cost. 

It is not an easy conspiracy to combat. Communist forces 
now maneuvering clandestinely in our Government, labor, 
education, research, religion, entertainment, journalism, radio 
and other spheres of American life represents a cancerous 
growth. 

Treatment of that cancer cannot be routine, for it is deep- 
seated and diffuse. It avoids a showdown. You will never see 
a Communist stand in the middle of an American street, wav- 
ing his hammer and sickle and daring you to fight. Com- 
munist Eugene Dennis’s frank promise to support Russia in 
any U.S.-U.S.S.R. war was exceptional. 

They are much too smart for that as a rule. Theirs is a war 
the oa a a ao understand. And being be- 
wildered, physically unhurt and essentially trusting, the nor- 
mal American is inclined to believe that it is no war at all. 

But it is a war, and to call it “cold” is a comfort to the enemy. 


_ It is being waged against us by men and women—a great 


many of them native-born—who are regimented far beyond 
the regimentation of our armed forces. 

Our homegrown and imported Red agents are brilliantly 
trained, fanatically dedicated, physically brave, and industri- 
ous beyond the comprehension of Americans who wishfully 
insist that we are at peace with all lands. 

You may say that there are scarcely 75,000 confirmed Com- 
munists in the United States, and perhaps no more than two or 
three times as many fellow travelers with devotion enough to 
follow the most extreme orders. The sum is not great, com- 
pared to our 148,000,000. 

But the Communists, my ten years of study have proved be- 
yond question, are an unfissionable cadre, tougher, more de- 
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termined, more alert and less hampered than the action-taking 
cadre of our native millions. And almost as large. 

J. Edgar Hoover, director of the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation and the country’s greatest authority on the Commu- 
nist conspiracy, had this to say during an appearance before 
the House Un-American Activities Committee: 

“The size of the Communist Party is relatively unimportant 
because of the enthusiasm and iron-clad discipline under 
which they operate. In this connection, it might be of interest 
to observe that in 1917 when the Communists overthrew the 
Russian government there was one Communist for every 2,277 
persons in Russia. 

“In the United States today there is one Communist for 
every 1,814 persons in the country.” 

We all have seen the Communist nucleus in operation. We 
have seen our ports tied up as effectively as if destroyed by 
bombs. We have seen our key industries crippled by single 
commands from Moscow, though our workers may have be- 
lieved that they themselves stimulated the strikes. 

We have seen the White House picketed and our President 
debased when our policies clashed with those of the Party line. 
We have seen our hard-won atomic secrets and our inventive 
know-how stolen and transmitted to Russia. We have seen our 
diplomatic files boldly rifled. 

We have seen Communists or their dupes rise so high in 
Government that one among the latter, Henry Wallace, stood 
within a heartbeat of the Presidency through the years of tre- 
mendous decision between 1940 and 1944. 

We have seen indicted a distinguished young man, Alger 
Hiss, who sat with Roosevelt at Yalta when Poland and the 
rest of Eastern Europe were abandoned by the West, and the 
Far East was laid open to Communist aggression, and heard 
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Hiss’s State Department superiors speak of his pro-Soviet 
leanings. 

We have seen a procession of subversives, whose records 
fill the files of the un-American Activities Committee, those of 
the F.B.I. and of other Government agencies, either revile the 
Congress which sought to hear their side of a question, or 
wrap themselves in the protective folds of a Constitution they 
seek to destroy. 

We have seen many labor unions and nonpartisan organiza- 
tions evolve into little more than Communist fronts. We have 
seen publications cloaked in such disarming names as “The 
Protestant” become echoes of “The Daily Worker.” 

Many of the conspirators move freely about the country 
today, though their guilt has been clearly established. Others, 
in danger of exposure, have managed to find well-meaning 
friends in high places to remove them from that danger. 

Mrs. Earl Browder, a Communist and therefore sincerely 
dedicated to the overthrow of the United States Government, 
was given a visa to enter this country at the direct request of 
President Roosevelt. Roosevelt did not wish to face the em- 
barrassment of Stalin’s questions about her. 

More of this later. 

Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, Russian-born accused Com- 
munist who rose to several influential posts in the Govern- 
ment, was protected by Secretary of War Robert Patterson 
after the Office of Naval Intelligence had demanded his re- 
moval from a post of great importance. 


i More of this later. 


Silvermaster’s foremost friend in Government was the late 
Assistant Secretary of Treasury Harry Dexter White. At the 
time Naval Intelligence was calling Silvermaster a Commu- 
nist, White retained him to help set up the Bretton Woods 
Conference. The F.B.I. subsequently monitored all phone 
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calls made and received by White's section of the Treasury 
DO but has not revealed its findings. 

More of this later. 

Dr. Edward U. Condon, whom Henry Wallace was instru- 
mental in placing as Director of the National Bureau of 
Standards, has an extended association with known sub- 

_ versives. A 3% page F.B.I. letter concerning Dr. Condon’s 
associations is being withheld by President Truman despite a 
10-to-1 Congressional vote demanding its release. 

N More of this later. 

Gerhart Eisler, identified by a number of former Commu- 
nists as the secret head of the Red conspiracy in this country, 
was sentenced on March 25, 1948. One prominent Washing- 
ton attorney was offered a “fee” of $100,000 if he could ar- 
range a postponement in Eisler’s trial. Eisler has not served an 
-hour of his time, at this writing. 

“More of this later. 

Eisler’s brother, Hanns, hailed in the Soviet press as the 
foremost revolutionary composer, won a visa to this COURT 
through the intercession of many prominent Americans in- 
cluding Raymond Gram R Dorothy Thompson and 

_ Eleanor Roosevelt. 

N More of this later. 

The Soviet Purchasing Commission flew more than half a 
ton of Lend-Lease uranium oxide and 25 pounds of uranium 

metal out of the U.S. over the protests of Gen. Leslie R. 
Groves, in the midst of our secret development of the A-bomb. 
N More of this later. 

George Silverman, second highest-ranking official assigned 
to Air Force planning and purchasing from March, 1942, to 
August, 1945, refused to answer Congress when asked 
whether or not he was a Communist. He refused also to ac- 
knowledge whether he knew Elizabeth Bentley, the former 

[17] 


THE RED PLOT AGAINST AMERICA 


Communist who accused him, and many others to whom 
k his name was linked. 

More of this later. 

Two Hollywood writers, including Communist John How- 
ard Lawson, were convicted of contempt of Congress but re- 
main free on bail. The House committee, which underwent 
considerable abuse when it sought to inquire into the spread 
of Communism in an industry whose product goes to 75,000,- 
000 Americans weekly, possesses the Party cards and aliases of 

._ 33 writers, directors, producers and kindred film cogs. 
N 
~. More of this later. 

All of the above is but a suggestion of the scope of the Red 
infiltration. No purpose could be served if, in these subsequent 
chapters, I relied on personal indignation to present this case. 

What will follow are documented facts, painstakingly 
gathered over the past decade by what seems safe to say is the 
most misunderstood and maligned committee in the history 
of the Congress. 


eye 2a n ee 
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CHAPTER 2 


Hearing without Judging 


Ir wa be helpful for the reader to comprehend some of the 
history and restrictions of the House Un-American Activities 
Committee. 

The chief way in which Congress gains enough information 
to shape new legislation is through the questioning of com- 
petent witnesses. That has been true since the birth of the 
Republic. 

Congressional hearings led to a great proportion of the 
statutes and constitutional amendments by which we are 


_ guided today. Out of Congressional hearings have come laws 


touching the lives of every citizen. Out of these hearings have 
come many reforms, notably in banking, speculation, public 
| health, education, transportation and many other fields. 

Some kind of Congressional investigation is being pursued 
virtually every minute of the day and night, year in and out. 
Many of these are obscure and seldom see the light of a front 
page or a network broadcast. 

But that has never been true of the House Un-American 
Activities Committee. From the day of its birth until the pres- 
ent it has been the most hotly controversial committee in 
Congress. If properly run by the 81st Congress, it will con- 
tinue to be an explosive arm of Government. 

The Un-American Activities Committee has been the sub- 
ject of so many different clinical observations, and the victim 
of so many obviously planted diatribes (in addition to com- 
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plaints lodged by honest liberals), that it seems appropriate 
now to present a primer of the body. 

It is not a judicial body, and, like all Congressional com- 
mittees, does not operate under the law of evidence. 

It cannot “try” any person or organization, nor can it pass 
sentence or even return an indictment. 

It cannot force a witness to answer. Testimony heard be- 
fore it cannot be used subsequently in a regular court action. 

It is not manned by judges. During the 80th Congress its 
chairman was a broker, four of its members were lawyers, 
three were editors and one an industrialist. 

It cannot force the concerned department of the Govern- 
ment to accept its advice or findings. The Justice Department, 
for instance, is under no compunction to prosecute witnesses 
the committee believes warrant prosecution. 

The committee was established to conduct investigations 
of: 

1. The extent, character, and objects of un-American 
propaganda activities in the United States; | 

2. The diffusion within the United States of subversive and 
un-American propaganda, that is, instigation from foreign. 
countries or of a domestic origin, and attacks on the principles 
of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, 
and 

3. All other questions in relation thereto that would aid 
Congress in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The first call for such a committee was sounded by Rep. 
Samuel Dickstein, (D., N.Y.) after Adolf Hitler came into 
power and the Fuehrer’s Bund camps blossomed through 
this country. A short-lived special committee “to investigate 
un-American activities” was set up in 1936, with Rep. John 
McCormack (D., Mass.) as chairman. No one paid it much 
heed and it quickly dissolved. 
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The following year, however, Detroit was crippled by the 
introduction of the sitdown strike and Rep. Martin Dies (D., 
Tex.) took the floor of the House during the strike to de- 
nounce it as a Communist tactic imported from France. 

At the conclusion of that day’s session, Dies was asked to 
call on Vice President Garner. Garner, familiar with Dies’ 
speech, urged his fellow Texan to round up support for the 
formation of an un-American activities committee that would 
have more substance and more specific duties than the one 
which preceded it. 

The House approved the resultant resolution (H.R. 282) 
on May 26, 1938, after a vigorous debate which I witnessed. 
I was at that time working as a doorkeeper in the House 
Chamber and attending National University (Washington, 
D.C.), studying law. 

One of the first to oppose the resolution was Rep. John 
Rankin (D., Miss.), who was later to make it a permanent 
committee through his remarkable knowledge of the House 
rules. Rankin believed that Dickstein, whom he did not like, 
would become chairman of the new committee. When he 
learned Dies was in line for the post, he withdrew his objec- 
tion. 

Another who, ironically enough, opposed the resolution 
was Rep. J. Parnell Thomas (R., N.J.), eventually its chair- 
man. But, after lodging preliminary opposition, Thomas an- 
nounced that he favored. establishing the committee, for he 
had become familiar with Bund activities at New Jersey's 
Camp Nordland. 

Rep. Maury Maverick (D., Tex. ) led the bloc which sought 
to kill the resolution. But it was passed, and Speaker Bank- 
head announced that the panel would be made up of Dies, as 
chairman, strong New Dealers Arthur D. Healey (D., Mass.) 
and John J. Dempsey (D., N.M.); Joseph Starnes (D., Ala.), 
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who had considerable American Legion backing; Congress- 
man-at-Large Harold G. Mosier (D., Ohio); T a and 
Noah M. Mason (R., Ill. ). 

There immediately was raised the first of a now vanities 
(and later to be enumerated ) series of obstacles. Dies, eager 
to begin the committee’s work, asked for an appropriation of 
$100,000. But Rep. Lindsey Warren, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, reported a resolution authorizing $25,000. 

Dies complained from the floor that it was not enough to 
launch more than the most casual inquiry into subversive 
activities. He was told to take it or leave it, after being re- 
minded that the resolution of authority expired within seven 
months—or January, 1939. 

Dies had brought me to Washington from my native San 
Augustine, Tex., while I was attending the University of 
Texas. I arrived in Washington in January, 1982, was given a 
patronage job at $120 a month in the folding room of the old 
House. Office Building and began going to night school. 

He was a good friend, and so it was not unusual that I was 
in his office the day he called his uncle, Jack Dies, in Houston 
and informed him that the committee had been granted only 
$25,000. His uncle reminded him that the committee prob- 
ably would be one of unadulterated dynamite, and urged his 
nephew to give it up. 

In my small way I persuaded Dies to carry on. I offered to 
serve as secretary of the committee for no pay. 

Dies thought this oyer for a time, then called Reps. Demp- 
sey, Starnes and Mosier. The three, who were leaving Wash- 
ington now that Congress had adjourned, accepted my meager 
offer and urged Dies to hire an investigator or two. There was 
not much enthusiasm. 

Dies gave me a desk in his outer office. I borrowed an 

[ 22 ] 


HEARING WITHOUT JUDGING 


empty file case from his secretary, and the House Un-Amer- 
ican Activities Committee began to breathe—slightly. 

In the decade that followed we were to expand to many 
rooms, to agencies in leading U.S. cities, a staff of 75, and 600 
filing cases containing more than 1,000,000 names, records, 
dossiers and data pertaining to subversion—including the 
“pumpkin papers” of Whittaker Chambers. 

About 20,000 accredited agents of the F.B.I., Treasury, 
Army, Navy, Civil Service, Atomic Energy Commission and 
other Federal officers have used our growing files and, unless 
they are destroyed, will continue to do so. 

The Committee has weathered five Congresses, Democrat 
and Republican. It has survived every test on the House floor, 
been proved overwhelmingly popular in public opinion polls. 

Yet it has been subjected to the most determined and artic- 
ulate abuse by Presidents Roosevelt and Truman, many of ¢— 
their Cabinet officers, liberals, leftists and Reds. 

To serve as a member of the committee, however loyally or _ 

_patriotically or honestly, is to be held up to public ridicule and 
worse. There are few rewards, if any. It was typical of the 
committee's hardships when President Truman denounced it 
as a red-herring activity immediately after we had uncovered 
the most shocking document-stealing plot in the history of the 
nation and a Federal Grand Jury had indicted a leading sus- 
pect—Alger Hiss—of perjury. 

Personally, I've had my fill and am glad to step out. I've 
been one of those who, working in what amounts to a neces- 
sary sewer project, is lauded by some of those who stand far 
off and recognize the value of the work. But the stigma is 
there. 

I want to tell in detail the price that men must pay for the 
dubious privilege of being reviled in print and on the air. I 

[23] 


THE RED PLOT AGAINST AMERICA 


want to tell how remarkably difficult it is to direct the people’s 
attention to a sleepless conspiracy being waged against them, 
though I am not a professional apologist for the committee. 

As a member of its investigative staff for ten years I fre- 
quently spoke out against its intra-committee bickering, its 
chronic (as is true of all political groups) inability to keep 
secret matters secret, and the time it wastes in answering the 
rugged minority which keeps it under attack. 

Those who wish the committee well, but at the same time 
wish that it could be more discreet in its public and private 
hearings, tend to compare its conduct with that of, say, an 
upper judicial court. 

It is not a fair comparison. Members of Congress are not 
necessarily trained as impartial jurists. They operate their 
hearings under different rules. As elected representatives of 
their political parties they are subject to the exigencies of their 
calling. They must run for re-election, keep their names alive 
in thir home-district newspapers, guard their sovereign rights 
and privileges. It was ever thus and ever will it be. 

The chairman of our committee during the Alger Hiss in- 
vestigation on one occasion asked the members to take an oath 
that they would not divulge what had taken place in a secret 
session. They all took the oath. 

Within two hours the story was on the front pages of after- 
noon newspapers throughout the country. 

I prepared the difficult Gerhart Eisler case without inform- 
ing a single member beyond Chairman Thomas, until the 
night before the witness was called and gave his remarkable 
performance on the stand. The Eisler case went like clock- 
work. I would urge the same procedure on my successor. 

If any of the above is regarded as a reason for discontinu- 
ance of the Committee, it is not intended thus. If the Com- 
mittee is crushed, or even vitiated by being packed with its 
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inherent Congressional critics, the Communist Party will have © 
cause for celebration. Communism’s most formidable de- 
clared opponent in this country will have been liquidated and 
the conspirators can thereafter pursue their operations rea- 
sonably assured that if they run afoul of the F.B.I. there will 
always be elements in the government ready to soften or ward 
off the blow. 

The Committee has made mistakes, but in one chief in- 
stance it has never wilted, never backed up: and that is its dili- 
gent pursuit of the Communist menace in this country. 

A standard criticism of the Committee is that it combats 
Communism wholly and ignores Fascism and other Un- 
American activities. Yet up until the time we uncovered the 
Hiss-Chambers case, 25 per cent of the 19,651 pages of testi- 
mony the Committee had taken concerned Nazi, Fascist and 
Japanese subversive activities. 

Committee investigators prepared, as the first case heard 
by the committee, a report showing that the Nazis were main- 
taining a force of 5,000 uniformed storm troopers in this coun- 
try’s Bund camps, and that Italian Fascists were active in a 
number of cities. l 

We had Fritz Kuhn on our witness stand twice before he 
went on trial in New York for stealing Bund funds. Ralph 
Townsend was exposed as a Japanese agent by the Committee 
in August, 1939, and was later sentenced for violation of the 
Foreign Agents Act. 

Fraser S. Gardner, secret agent of Silver Shirt Leader Wil- 
liam Dudley Pelley, was convicted of perjury in a case grow- 
ing out of his appearance before the Committee. George 
Deatherage, leader of the Knights of the White Camellia, was 
found and exposed by the Committee, as were Henry D. Al- 
len, former Silver Shirt leader, and countless Bund members, 
including G. Wilhelm Kunze. 
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I personally seized, and the Committee exposed, the records 
of the subversive Kyffhauserbund. In 1940 we published a 
414-page report on U.S. Nazis and their fronts. We first di- 
rected attention to the fact that Adolf Hitler was making con- 
siderable use of his diplomatic and consular officers as spies 
in this country. 

This evidence was later cited by President Roosevelt as a 
reason for shutting down German consulates, 

We exposed Dr. Frederic Auhagen, head of the American 
Fellowship Forum, a Nazi front; Manfred Zapp and Guenther 
Tonn, of the pro-Nazi Trans-Ocean News Service. We sub- 
penaed the important records of the German Library of In- 
formation and the German Railroads organization, both of 
them Nazi fronts. | 

Hans Ackermann and his wife were deported after our pub- 
lic interrogations of them. Late in 1940 we revealed to the 
Post Office Department that tons of Nazi propaganda were 
reaching the U.S. by means of Japanese ships. 

The Bund documents we released in a 178-page report in 
May, 1941, were subsequently used to try and convict Kunze. 

By the simple method of having our agents suffer conven- 
ient flat tires in the vicinity of Bund camps, and tabulate the 
license plates of cars entering and leaving the camps, we com- 
piled a list of Bundists working in defense plants. In time, the 
Committee was able to send President Roosevelt a list of 
17,000 persons identified with the Nazi movement in America. 

Before Pearl Harbor the committee, through the industry of 
its investigators, was ready to release a 287-page report show- 
ing that Japanese had detailed information concerning all the 
naval craft of the U.S. We were prepared to show that Jap- 
anese knew our fleet positions at Pearl Harbor, were using 
Japanese naval officers on their radio-equipped fishing boats, 
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and had set up action committees in Hawaii and on our West 
Coast. 

The White House and State Department stopped our efforts 
to air this treachery. 

Later, our studies of conditions in Japanese Relocation 
Centers brought out that disloyal Japanese were permitted to 
mingle with and often terrorize loyal Japanese-Americans. 
That led to the transfer of the relocation authority to the In- 
terior Department. 

These achievements speak for themselves. They did not go 
unnoticed. 

But whenever we cast an inquiring eye on the equally sub- 
versive activities of the Communist Party, we were instantly 
assailed, though the strongest microscope could not differenti- 
ate between the nature of the Party’s conspiracy and that of 
the Germans, Japanese and Italians. 

Of course, we fully expected to be smeared by leading 
Communists and by “The Daily Worker” and its abusive car- : 
bon copies. But we did not expect what often became an: 
avalanche of abuse from more conservative quarters—from 
men as high in public esteem as Franklin D. Roosevelt and: 
from newspapers as inherently concerned with the future! 
welfare of the United States as, for instance, the influential ' 

“Washington Post.” 
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Communism Finds Friends 


THE PERILS of inquiring into the Red conspiracy in the United 
States began to show themselves immediately after the 
first hearings of the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee. 

President Roosevelt grew quite indignant over the tone of 
the committee’s second witness. He was John P. Frey, presi- 
dent of the Metal Trades Department of the AFL. 

On August 18, 1938, he outlined to the Committee the 
spread of Communists and Communism in the CIO, a story 
which, though attacked at the time, has long since become a 
well-established fact. 

Several days later Chairman Dies visited the White House, 
along with the late Sen. Morris Sheppard of Texas, to plead 
for a Government-financed dam in Dies’ Congressional dis- 
trict. The President had always been quite friendly to Dies. 
He had enormously enjoyed Dies’ remarks, a few years pre- 
vious, when the Texan inducted him into the “Demagogues 
Club” at a Democratic outing on Jefferson Island. 

But now the President hardly spoke to Dies, though he 
greeted Sheppard warmly. The men discussed the dam for 
a time, and then the President asked Sheppard to step aside, 
so that he could speak to Dies. 

Roosevelt then criticized Dies sharply for “. . . letting this 
thing turn into a denunciation of the CIO.” Dies protested 
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that he had invited John L. Lewis to appear, but Lewis had 
refused. As Dies later related it to the Committee: 

“The President became very upset. He told me that no one 
was interested in Communism; that he had heard about it all 
his life but had seen nothing of it; that it was not a menace. He 
urged me to concentrate on Nazism and Fascism and forget 
Communism.” 

Dies was dismissed from the President's office after refusing 
to refrain from having the Committee hear the rest of Frey's 
story. 

From Frey's testimony the Committee moved on through 
another Nazi hearing, then began bringing in witnesses from 
New York and Washington to support its suspicions that there 
was Communist domination in the WPA’s Federal Writers 
Project and Federal Theater Project, both of which had the 
warm sympathetic support of Mrs. Roosevelt. 

That did it. 

J. B. Matthews, a former Communist fellow traveler (and, 
incidentally, the originator of that apt tag), told the Com- 
mittee on August 19, 1938, in the course of explaining Com- 
munist tactics: | 

“The Communist Party relies heavily upon the carelessness 
or indifference of thousands of prominent citizens in lending 
their names for its propaganda purposes. 

“For example, the French newspaper “Le Soir, which is 
owned by the Communist Party (denied at the time but con- 
firmed in 1948), recently featured hearty greetings from Clark 
Gable, Robert Taylor, James Cagney and even Shirley 
Temple. 

“The League of Women Shoppers boasts of the member- 
ship of Miriam Hopkins and Bette Davis. A list of such persons 
could be expanded almost indefinitely. No one, I hope, is go- 
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, ing to claim that any one of these persons in particular is a 
Communist. The unfortunate fact, however, remains that 
most of them unwittingly serve, albeit in this slight way, the 
purposes of the Communist Party. Their names have definite 

' propaganda value which the Party is quick to exploit.” 

It seemed a constructive, thoughtful revelation. But it was 
ingeniously turned against the Committee by two Cabinet 
officers. In a speech shortly after that, Secretary of Interior 
Harold Ickes said: 

“They've (the Committee) gone to Hollywood and there 
discovered a great Red plot. They have found dangerous radi- 


/ cals there, led by little Shirley Temple. Imagine the great 


Committee raiding her nursery and seizing her dolls as evi- 
dence!” 

At the same time Frances Perkins, Secretary of Labor, 
wrote: 

“Perhaps it is fortunate that Shirley Temple was born an 
American citizen and that we will not have to debate the issue 


\ raised by the preposterous revelations of your Committee in 


regard to this innocent and likeable child.” 

Matthews’ words were forgotten in the gales of laughter 
that sprang from these warped interpretations of what he 
actually had said. Heywood Broun’s brilliant column added 
fresh laughter, and—on this ludicrous note—the Committee 
actually neared collapse. 

Dies stopped the laughter, if not the abuse, by gaining time 
on a national network to repeat exactly what Matthews said. 
He called more witnesses, immediately thereafter, and was 
soon able to identify as Communist fronts the following: 

American League for Peace and Democracy, Workers Alli- 
ance, International Labor Defense, Friends of the Soviet 
Union, International Workers Order, American Student 
Union, National Negro Congress, American Youth Congress. 
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This aroused considerable indignation at the time on the 
part of the organizations named. But the Attorney General 
subsequently placed all these groups on the official list of front 
organizations. | 

Two overtures were made to Dies during these hectic early 
days of the Committee's work. 

Herbert Bayard Swope offered to help establish a private 
foundation to combat subversive activities, and to urge the 
appointment of Dies as its head. Swope told Dies of his close 
relationship with the President. 

Robert Wolfort, secretary of the LaFollette Civil Liberties 
Committee, offered to supply Dies with certain personnel to 
help him run his inquiries. 

Dies was wary of both offers and rejected them. On the 
day after he turned down Swope’s offer, the President admin- 
istered his severest public rebuke to Dies. 

The salaries of our staff of four, plus witness fees and 
transportation expenses, blotted up most of the $25,000 bud- 
get several weeks before the end of the Committee's allotted 
seven month term. Dies mentioned this in two of his speeches, 
and the response opened our eyes. 

Money began to pour into the office: nickels, dimes, bills, 
checks up to $500. A group of three businessmen called upon 
Dies and offered the Committee $5,000 to use in any way it 
saw fit. On a trip to Detroit, a representative of Henry Ford 
called at our hotel and offered, in exchange for three $1 bills, 
to deliver new Lincoln cars to Dies, Rep. Mosier and myself—_ 
as gifts of Mr. Ford. 

We had to reject the cars, with thanks, and the Committee 
depleted the last of its funds by hiring two extra girls to re- 
turn the money sent in. 

It was a warming experience, especially the letters that ac- 
companied the lesser contributions. We all felt that it was per- 
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haps even a miracle, for theretofore little but grief had been 
our lot. 

And so it was with something of a flourish that we presented 
the first annual report of the Committee, a 124-page statement 
which concluded, prophetically enough, “Our Committee has 
only scratched the surface of the un-American and subversive 
activities of those who are invading America with their alien 
ideologies. 

“The continued success of the investigation will depend 
solely upon the courage, fearlessness, and the thoroughness 
with which it is conducted, and upon the assumption and 
maintenance throughout the investigation of a strictly non- 
partisan attitude and policy.” 

But our troubles had hardly begun. 

Rep. Frank E. Hook (D., Mich.) rose one day in Congress, 
early in January, 1940, and brandished several photostat let- 
ters bearing the letterhead of the Silvet Shirt Legion of Amer- 
ica and the signature of William Dudley Pelley. 

The letters were addressed to Chairman Martin Dies of the 
House Un-American Activities Committee. One read, in part, 
“, ». as you told me in your office, my organization has nothing 
to worry about, as we are close friends.” 

I had been tipped off late in 1939 that an involved plot to 
destroy Dies and the committee was being hatched by power- 
ful influences in Washington. 

The question of whether or not the Committee had justi- 
fied its existence was about to be brought before the House of 
Representatives. The letters, of course, raised a tremendous 
furor. Dies’ protests (from Texas ) that he did not know Pelley 
and had never corresponded with the American Fascist were 
submerged in widespread demands that the Committee be 
dissolved. 

Hook read the text of the letters into the Congressional 
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Record but, curiously, refused to let any member of the com- 
mittee, or me, examine them. Instead, he placed them, he said, 
in his safe deposit box at the Riggs National Bank. 

In the middle of the demands for Dies’ head, and a Rules 
Committee fight over whether Hook’s remarks should be ex- 
punged from the Record, I kept thinking of an inveterate 
Washington “fixer” named David Dubois Mayne, who was a 
Pelley lieutenant. 

I set out in search of him and the search finally led to 
Springfield, Va. His small home was locked, but I found the 
local postmistress and asked her to have Mayne call me if, by 
chance, she saw him. 

That was on a Saturday. Monday morning he appeared at 
my office in the old House Office Building. 

I took a long chance and, pointing at him severely, shouted, 
“Mayne, you wrote those letters, didn’t you?” 

“Yes,” he said, mildly. 

“Sit down,” I invited. Then I called in the members of the 
Committee, put Mayne under oath and he told his story, por- 
tions of which were subsequently denied by the persons he 
mentioned. | 

He told us that Gardner Jackson, formerly (and subse- 
quently) a $5,600-a-year, Amherst-graduated Government 
economist, who was among the more articulate New Deal 
critics of the Committee, had purchased the letters from him. 
The price was $105 and the promise of a job through Jerome 
Frank, then chairman of the Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission. 

Mayne testified that Jackson’s agent, one Harold Weisberg, 
at their first meeting, had asked him if he knew of any con- 
nection between Dies and Pelley. When Mayne answered that 
he knew of none, Weisberg said, “Well, keep looking. I'm sure 
you ll find something.” 
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Mayne confessed that subsequently he wrote the letters on 
plain paper, forged Pelley’s signature, and attached a Silver 
Shirt Legion letterhead by means of Scotch tape. He then had 
the material photostated and turned it over to Jackson, who 
apparently accepted it as authentic. 

Once in possession of the material, Jackson gave a dinner at 
his Chevy Chase home for ten members of Congress, includ- 
ing two New Deal members of the Committee, and informed 
them of his find. Only Hook would agree to introduce the mat- 
ter on the floor of the House. 

Though he was under oath, I knew it was hopeless to rest 
my case on Mayne’s testimony. I needed Pelley, who had 
dropped out of sight after violating parole on a “Blue Sky” 
conviction in North Carolina. 

I asked Mayne where Pelley could be found, but that only 
frightened him. So I mused aloud: 

“Well, I'm glad he hasn't shown himself. If he did, Pd have 
to serve him with a subpena, and if I did that it would mean 
that North Carolina couldn't serve the warrant it has out for 
him.” 

Mayne began to show some interest. 

“Yes,” I went on, with an elaborate sigh, “Td hate to do 
that fellow a favor, and make it possible for him to get all that 
publicity....” 

Pelley walked into my office the next morning. He had 
shaved off most of his gray goatee and was affecting a cap. 

I called the Committee to the office and let them hear his 
denial of ever having met or written to Dies. We took him to 
a meeting of the Rules Committee to repeat his story, and 
when we produced the typewriter on which Mayne had writ- 
ten the letters, the case against Dies and the Committee was 
dead. 
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Hook insisted that he had been framed. Mayne was con- 
victed of forgery, probably the lowest case of forgery in the 
Justice Department’s annals. And Congress gave the Com- 
mittee another lease on life. 

Not much later in 1940, President Roosevelt called Dies to 
the White House from his home in Texas and, for one perhaps 
rose-colored moment, the Texan believed he had been re- 
turned to the good graces of the Chief Executive. 

I accompanied him to the White House. Dies honestly ex- 
pected to be ushered into the President's study immediately, 
but he was kept waiting for 45 minutes. And when the door of 
the study opened, the man who emerged was Gardner Jack- 
son. 

The President told Dies that Attorney General Robert Jack- } 
son was strenuously accusing the Committee of premature ` 
exposures that imperiled national security. The truth of the ; 
matter was that the Committee was taking an aggressive lead | 
in matters in which the Justice Department was plainly ; 
negligent. z | 

Roosevelt lectured Dies at length, and the Chairman re- 
luctantly agreed to clear all future hearings with the Attorney 
General. Dies agreed, he told us, “. . . purely because of the 
international situation.” 

Quietly, and I believe quite efficiently, we continued our 
long inquiry into Japanese spying along the Pacific Coast and 
in Hawaii. By the middle of June, 1941, our case was com- 
plete. Dies, then in Jasper, Tex., informed the Justice Depart- 
ment that he planned to begin hearings on the Japanese case 
on July 1. He outlined what we had discovered. 

The Justice Department’s reply came a few days before the 
scheduled opening of our hearings. It was signed by Acting 
Attorney General Matthew McGuire and informed Dies that 
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the Department, after discussing the question with the Presi- 
dent and Secretary Hull, could not give us permission to hold 
such hearings. 

For the remainder of my life I will always believe that our 
disclosures would have aroused enough alarm among the 
people to have caused the Japanese to abandon their planned 
attack on Pearl Harbor. If Pearl Harbor could not have been 
prevented, then I believe our disclosures would have prepared 
America more adequately for the difficult days ahead. 
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The Saga of Joe Lash 


THE wiLDEsT ideological scrambling we shall probably ever 
see was that occasioned by the signing of the Hitler-Stalin 
Pact in August, 1939, and its subsequent rupture in 1941. 

The House Un-American Activities Committee found itself 
playing a stormy and often unwelcome role in this historic 
course-changing. Criticism of the Committee's inquiries into 
Communism, including our important hearing in which Earl 
Browder acknowledged under oath that he had twice traveled 
on false passports, decreased after the pact-signing. But when 
Germany invaded Russia, we again came under fire for calling 
attention to a conspiracy which had never and has never 
ceased. 

In the months before the pact was signed, the committee 
found itself in possession of two very hot potatoes: the Amer- 
ican Youth Congress and American Student Union—both 
since judge Communist fronts by the Attorney General. 

Our difficulty in pursuing this inquiry into the youth move- 
ments rested mainly in our accidentally giving offense to Mrs. 
Roosevelt, who was steadfastly attached to both organiza- 
tions. ) 

Joe Lash, a kind of protege of the First Lady, headed the 
American Student Union. Lash’s good friend, Joe Cadden, 
headed the American Youth Congress. 

Lash was a frequent visitor to the White House and often a 
member of intimate family dinners. His friends, Cadden, Jack 
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McMichael and one Abbott Simon, who had many Commu- 
nist associations, were also entertained from time to time at 
Lash’s request. 

Rep. Jerry Voorhis (D., Calif.), a good friend of the Roose- 
velt family and a member of the Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee, was shocked one day on a visit to the White House 
when he saw Cadden and Simon occupying Lincoln’s bed- 
room. He mentioned this to the President, and informed him 
of the nature of the Committee’s file on Simon and on Cad- 
ders youth movement. 

Roosevelt was busy with other matters. “That's Mrs. Roose- 
velt's business,” he said. “I can’t do anything about it.” 

Under its acting chairman, Rep. Starnes, the Committee 
began hearing witnesses in the youth movement matter while 
Dies was in New York preparing to speak at Madison Square 
Garden. 

The “young people,” as Mrs. Roosevelt called them in her 
column, arrived at the House Office Building in two White 
House cars, chaperoned by the beaming First Lady. They 
laughed a great deal, handed out literature asking for the 
youth of the world to unite to fight Fascism, and settled down 
for in interesting show. 

The Committee's counsel at that time was Rhea Whitley, a 
former F.B.I. man accustomed to dealing only with the blunt, 
well-defined blacks and whites of interrogation. But here was 
something that, by design, was neither. It was closer to a 
circus. 

Lash, on the witness stand, wrung a round of applause 
from the “young people” by suddenly bursting into a song 
which he identified as one he had sung to members of the Lin- 
coln Brigade during the Spanish Civil War: 

“If you see an Un-American come lurking near, 
Why, alkalize with Martin Dies, and he will disappear.” 
[38] 
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The session stumbled to an uneasy halt with little accom- 
plished. Starnes was soon on the long distance phone, calling 
Dies. 

“We had a hell of a day,” Starnes moaned. “For God’s sake, 
hurry back . . . and bring Matthews with you.” 

Matthews was the same J. B. Matthews who had testified 
in the early days of the Committee. He had been retained as a 
Committee researcher and was a source of enormous informa- 
tion. He had made seven trips to Russia, had given up his 
Communist leanings after witnessing famine conditions in the 
Ukraine, spoke five languages and had many other qualifica- 
tions for the job. 

He and I went through Lash’s record that night, upon our 
return from New York. The next morning I arranged for Mat- 
thews, rather than Whitley, to question Lash. 

The “young people” and Mrs. Roosevelt settled down for 
another day of fun. But Matthews, recognizing the tactics of 
Lash and the other leaders as an old and trusted Communist 
diversion—to which Mrs. Roosevelt was inadvertently lend- 
ing her prestige—began taking Lash and the Student Union 
apart. 

oe Rankin, not then a member of the Committee, but sit- 

ting just behind Mrs. Roosevelt in the caucus room as a specta- 
tor, leaned over to hear and remarked, “My, that examiner 
certainly has that fellow in a bad way.” 

“I certainly haven't noticed it,” Mrs. Roosevelt said stoutly. 

I got up from my place at the counsel table, walked over to 
Matthews and whispered in his ear, “Youre going great, Doc- 
tor. Keep pouring it on.” 

It was a depressed and deflated little group of “young 
people” which returned to the White House for lunch. The 
tinsel had been removed from the hearing by Matthews’s 
astute questioning. As Mrs. Roosevelt wrote in her column, 
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the contrast between the first and second day of the hearing 
was “noticeable.” 

Whitley, she wrote, had been fair. Matthews, she added, 
was more of a persecutor than a prosecutor. The “secretary,” 
she wrote, had to speak to Mr. Matthews to tone him down. 

It was soon time to write the Committee's annual report, 
and the question of whether or not we should pronounce the 
American Youth Congress a Communist Front was at hand. 
Rep. Voorhis was opposed to such a labeling, explaining that 
he had promised Mrs. Roosevelt he would do his best to keep 
the Youth Congress off the front list. 

The Committee compromised by reporting it had detected 
“evidence of Communism in the group’s leadership.” 

The report had been filed, Hitler and Stalin had signed their 
pact, and the American Youth Congress’ annual convention 
was being held in Washington. Mrs. Roosevelt invited the 
“young people’—by now a large group—to a tea on the south 
lawn of the White House. 

The President appeared on the balcony above them, in 
good time, and called upon them to denounce “all forms of 
dictatorship, whether found in Berlin or Moscow.” At the 
mention of “Moscow” he was immediately heckled. He re- 
tired indoors, indignantly, and Mrs. Roosevelt thereafter 
cooled off toward the movement. 

But the ultimate switch in loyalty was best epitomized by 
Joe Cadden. 

The lovable young leader of the American Youth Congress 
moved from Lincoln’s bed to a picket line of the American 
Peace Mobilization. Up and down, on the pavement before 
the White House, he picketed in denunciation of the policies 
of his celebrated host and hostess. 

The House Committe on Un-American Activities would 
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have preferred never to hear again the name of Joe Lash. But 
there seemed no way by which we could escape him, even 
after he recanted and splintered away from his former cronies 
in the Communist conspiracy against this Government. 

A little more than a year after the Hitler-Stalin pact was 
signed, creating wild disorders among U.S. Communists at- 
tempting to learn the new Party line, Lash apparently in- 
formed his patroness, Mrs. Roosevelt, that he had repented his 
past associations with the Reds. 

Selective Service had come into being—upheld by a single 
vote—and Lash, unmarried and in good physical condition, 
was eligible for the draft. Mrs. Roosevelt believed he was fine 
timber for a commission in Naval Intelligence. But the Navy 
Department, though it was commissioning many civilians at 
the stage of the preparedness program, refused to accept 
Lash. White House inquiries met with a consistent answer: 
Lash could not be considered until the Un-American Activ- 
ities Committee gave his loyalty a clean bill of health. 

One afternoon I was phoned by a secretary of Mrs. Roose- 
velt, calling from her office in the Office of Civilian Defense, 
where Lash was at that time employed as an adviser. 

“Mrs. Roosevelt wants to see you at four o'clock this after- 
noon, the secretary said. 

“Why me?” I asked. “And what about?” 

“You be there,” the girl said. 

“But what is it about?” I repeated. 

“You be there and you'll see.” 

I told her that since this must concern Committee business 
I would have to consult Committee Chairman Martin Dies. 

“You just be there,” the girl reiterated, and hung up. 

I called Dies to tell him of the curious command and he 
became quite angry with me. He seemed hurt because the call 
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had not come to him. But when one did come to him, later 
that day and from the same secretary, he decided not to ac- 
cept the invitation. 

The late Mrs. Evalyn Walsh McLean, a frequent hostess of 
Mr. and Mrs. Dies, changed the Congressman’s mind. She told 
him it was rude to neglect to return the call of the First Lady. 
So Dies phoned Mrs. Roosevelt the next day, and a luncheon 
date at the White House was set. 

At the conclusion of the luncheon, attended also by Lash 
and a former president of Smith College, Mrs. Roosevelt 
quickly reached the point. Lash, she said, had seen the errors 
of his ways and must no longer be pilloried for the mistakes of 
boyhood. His record should be cleared at a Committee hear- 
ing as soon as possible. 

Dies called Lash before the Committee several days later, 
apparently to the surprise of the Republican members of the 
Committee. The reformed youth leader was heard in execu- 
tive session. He admitted being a national committeeman of 
the American League Against War and Fascism; membership 
in its successor, the American League for Peace and Democ- 
racy; membership in the American Student Union as well 
as the American Youth Congress. 

He admitted further that he had written a number of paci- 
fist tracts, which at that time was the Party line—as witness 
film writer Dalton Trumbo’s well-received “Johnny Got His 
Gun.” 

The Republican members of the Committee then said to 
Lash that in view of his all-out redemption he probably would 
now assist the Committee by offering information on the 
workings of the front organizations to which he had belonged. 

Lash grew quite indignant. He informed the Committee- 
men that he was not before them “in the role of stool-pigeon.” 
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He was reminded in turn that it was strange to be seeking a 
commission in Naval Intelligence on the one hand and, on the 
other, refusing to shed light on an announced conspiracy 
against the United States. But he would not budge, and 
after he stomped out of the room Rep. Thomas, equally in- 
dignant, issued a suggestion to the press that Lash be 
drafted. 

The following day a Negro-messenger arrived at Dies’ 
office with a letter from Mrs. Roosevelt, accusing him of a 
double-cross. An answer was asked for, but Dies made none. 

Lash was inducted into the Army and assigned to meteor- 
ological work at nearby Bolling Field. He continued to be a 
frequent White House guest, and was present at the memor- 
able dinner the President gave for Prime Minister Winston 
Churchill and their military advisers on the Christmas after 
the attack on Pearl Harbor. 

The Committee’s work continued in more important fields. 
We made public the names, positions and salaries of 563 Gov- 
ernment employees located in Washington who were mem- 
bers of the American League for Peace and Democracy. We 
made an exhaustive search into the workings of ten CIO 
unions and obtained sufficient evidence to pronounce them 
(for the first time ) Communist-ridden. They were: 

The National Maritime Union, United Cannery, Packing 
and Allied Workers, Federation of Architects, Engines, Chem- 
ists and Electricians, Fur Workers International Union, In- 
ternational Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, 
Transport Workers Union, United Office and Professional 
Workers Union, American Communications Association, 
United Electrical, Radio and Mechanical Workers of America, 
and the United Furniture Workers of America. 

The Committee’s findings long since have been confirmed 
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workers in each of the unions named. 

At about this same time in the life of the Committee two 
events took place which were to ignite tremendous contro- 
versy nearly a decade later. 

The first event was visible to us, though none of us caught 
its significance at the time. In December, 1989, the Commit- 
tee located and questioned a Negro named William Odell 
Nowell, of Detroit. Nowell, a former Communist trusted with 
carrying messages back and forth between this country and 
Moscow, testified at length on the scope of the Red con- 
spiracy. In naming other Americans and American visitors he 
had worked with, he testified: 

“,.. Also in Moscow I met a Mr. Gebhardt, who was from the 
German Communist Party. He was a German by birth . . . but 
in recent years he had been interested in and working on 
American problems. 

“So he had worked with the American Commission of the 
Communist International. He traveled through America in 
1933 and a portion of 1934. I believe I met him in 1933. As a 
representative of the Comintern he traveled under the alias of 
Edwards.” 

I would ask the reader to remember those dates. Their echo 
was to serve as a net for the head of the Red Plot Against 
America—Gerhart Eisler. I might also ask the reader to 
recall that the Justice Department did not “discover” Nowell 
until April, 1949, when he was used as an important witness 
against 11 Communists on trial in New York. 

The other event of 1939 which later had tremendous effect 
on the Committee took place obscurely and without our 
notice. 

An ex-Communist courier’s confidence in his former ideol- 
ogy had been sorely shaken by the Moscow-Berlin pact. Forty- 
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eight hours after it was signed, he came quietly to a decision 
which—in time—shook the entire United States. He made up 
his mind to expose his past and the activities of those with 
whom he had conspired. 

His name was David Whittaker Chambers. 
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One Way to Join the Army 


THE Last two cases I investigated for the House Un-American 
Activities Committee before I was “shanghaied” into the 
Army (as one commentator put it) dealt with Mrs. Earl 
Browder and the CIO’s Political Action Committee. 

It was highly diversified investigating work. Its chief fruit 
was my somewhat curious induction and unusual, let us say, 
treatment in the Army. 

Raissa Browder, a Communist from Russia, entered the 
United States illegally in 1933. She was eventually held de- 
portable but, for reasons not quite clear to me, remained in 
this country. Then in 1944 whoever was advising her recom- 
mended that she go to Canada briefly and make formal appli- 
cation for a U.S. visa, so that she would be eligible for U.S. 
citizenship. 

In time she appeared with her attorney, Carol Weiss King 
(later Gerhart Hisler’s attorney ), at our consulate in Montreal. 
The examining officer there ruled she was a Communist and 
therefore not eligible for a visa. 

Shortly after that decision a U.S. vice consul appeared at 
Chairman Dies’ office in Washington and stated that unusual 
pressure had been put on the consulate at Montreal to recon- 
sider Mrs. Browder’s case. He added that he had left the con- 
sulate in disgust when the State Department, reversing a 
traditional willingness to let consular officers on the scene 
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decide on the fitness of visa applicants, issued direct orders to 
the Montreal consulate to issue Mrs. Browder a visa. 

At Dies’ request, I asked the State Department and was told 
that our informant was suffering from a nervous breakdown, 
and that he had been given an indefinite leave of absence. 
There the matter rested. About three years later, however, 
while working on the Gerhart Eisler case, I learned the follow- 
ing at the State Department’s Passport Division: 

The division heads received repeated phone calls from the 
White House, and several notes from Mrs. Roosevelt's secre- 
tary, concerning Mrs. Browder. There was one note from the 
Attorney General informing the division that the President 
wanted a comprehensive memo on Mrs. Browder’s case for 
Mrs. Roosevelt. 

In October, 1944, A. A. Berle, Breckinridge Long, Green 
Hackworth and other Department officials met with Secretary 
Hull. Mr. Hull informed them that “for the good of the 
country” a visa must be issued to Mrs. Browder. He added that 
the President, then running for a fourth term and making 
long-range plans to meet with Stalin again, did not wish to 
face the “embarrassment” of having Stalin bring up the ques- 
tion when they met. 

The formation before the 1944 elections of the PAC, with 
the late Sidney Hillman as its head, had interested the Com- 
mittee from its inception. With so many of its founders and 
supporters having records in our files, it seemed hardly the 
adequate political representative of rank-and-file CIO mem- 
bers. © 

I was ordered to investigate and began by subpenaing the 
New York Telephone Company’s slips on calls made and re- 
ceived by PAC headquarters. 

The slips showed an astonishing number of calls to and from 
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the White House. They were made by Hillman and many 
others, notably his executive secretary, Beanie Baldwin, who 
later worked for Henry Wallace in his Presidential campaign 
in 1948. The calls from the White House were largely from 
David Niles, various Presidential secretaries and Mrs. Roose- 
velt. 

I made a report on this matter and was continuing my 
studies of the Communist aspect of the PAC when Dies re- 
quested me to release the early report at once, to any syndi- 
cated columnist I cared to choose. 

I gave it to Westbrook Pegler. On the day after it appeared 
in his column, I was attacked on the House floor as an “em- 
ployee of Pegler.” 

Not long thereafter I was given notice by my Alexandria 
(Va.) draft board to report for a physical examination prior 
to induction. 

I called on my draft board chairman and informed him that 
I'd be happy to go into the Army, though over 30, married and 
a pre-Pearl Harbor father. But, I felt I should point out, the 
Legislative Deferment Committee, headed by Sen. Burnet R. 
Maybank (D., S.C.), had deferred me along with other mem- 
bers of the Un-American Activities Committee's investigation 
staff. 

“Can't help that,” the man said. “There's a lot of pressure 
on us to put you in the Army. Youre being ordered in right 
from the top . . . direct orders from the State Director.” 

I took the physical, passed, and was placed in 1-A. I would 
have accepted the assignment just as any other draftee did if 
the Army itself had not rebelled against the extraordinary 
methods by which I was called. 

Several days after I was placed in 1-A I received a puzzling 
call from Selective Service Headquarters in Washington. 
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I was told I was wanted there in a certain office, and that I 
was to use the name “Wright” in identifying myself. 

I did as directed and finally found myself facing two elderly 
Army colonels. They informed me quickly that I was the vic- 
tim of what they called an unprecedented action, and that the 
move was plainly political. They urged me to take a job with 
the Glenn Martin Company, near Baltimore, after which they 
felt that Gen. Lewis B. Hershey could defer me as an essential 
worker. 

I thanked them for their interest but turned them down, 
went back to the House Office Building and began winding up 
my duties with the Committee. 

The Committee had fallen to its lowest ebb. 

Chairman Dies, after a brawling radio debate with Walter 
Winchell, had left Washington for his Texas home and had 
decided not to run again for office. 

Rep. Starnes, vice chairman of the Committee, had been 
beaten in an upset in the Alabama primaries. John Costello 
(D., Calif.) and Fred Busbey (R., Ill.), two other members, 
also had been defeated in the November, 1944, elections, in 
which the PAC had shown great strength. 

The days dragged on through December, 1944, without a 
call to me to report for duty. The office of Drew Pearson, 
Washington columnist, contacted my draft board several 
times, asking why I had not been called. The commentator’s 
Sunday night broadcasts, and his column, began to single me 
out as one who must be inducted immediately for the good of 
the country. 

Another commentator,informed by a member of Sen. May- 
bank’s staff that the Legislative Deferment Committee had 
reminded Selective Service that Congress had deferred me, 
joined in. Between them, I became a kind of modern Grover 
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Cleveland Bergdoll, though I was perfectly willing to serve 


as soon as called. 

In view of the military records of the two commentators 
themselves, there was something ludicrous about their in- 
sistence that I, a somewhat sedentary type, be dispatched to 
bolster an Army which by that time possessed about 10,000,- 
000 men. 

It is not a happy feeling, however, to be pin-pointed by men 
with enormous reading and radio audiences. And to this 
distress was added the sight of the Committee going to 
pieces. 

It was so apparent that the new Congress would discard the 
Committee that our files, painstakingly accumulated for six 
years, were moved into the hallway outside our Committee 
rooms—ready to be shipped to Archibald MacLeish in the 
Library of Congress. 

In the last days of 1944 the only champion of the Com- 
mittee, and seemingly the only member of Congress who be- 
lieved it could continue, was John Rankin. Rankin, finally 
maneuvered off the Committee in January, 1949 by a neat 
parliamentary move, maneuvered the Committee into a per- 
manent status on January 3, 1945. 

He was not a member at the time he saved both the Com- 
mittee and its files. He had been after me for a week or two 
before that, however, to draft a resolution calling for continu- 
ance of the Committee. But it seemed an implausible act. 

On January 3, 1945, first day of the 79th Congress, Rankin 
called me early in the morning and said, “Tve figured one out. 
Come up to my office.” 

At his office he handed me a copy of the House Rules. 

“Read,” he said, pointing to a section. It had to do with the 
amendment of House Rules. 
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As Rankin later characterized his action, “I caught ’em 
flat-footed and flat-headed.” 

He came to his feet during the routine ceremonies and semi- 
business of the opening session, after there had been the usual 
bored acceptance of the first four House Rules, and before the 
fifth was approved he said, “Mr. Speaker, I offer an amend- 
ment.” 

The Speaker consulted the Parliamentarian, who rapidly 
scanned the Rules. In the meantime, Majority Leader John 
McCormack and others joined in the general protest, which 
usually began “This is hardly the time to. .. .” 

But the Speaker upheld Rankin. “He can offer an amend- 
ment,” the Speaker said, putting down his copy of the Rules. 
He rapped for order. “The gentleman from Mississippi is 
recognized for one hour.” 

Rankin, aided by other protagonists of the Committee, con- 
sumed the full hour. He reviewed the work of the Committee 
and stressed the fact that its files were in danger of being scat- 
tered or lost, since they were headed for the hands of a man 
frankly hostile to the Committee. He asked audaciously that 
the Committee be made a permanent arm of Congress, and 
that its membership be raised from seven to nine. 

When his time was up, the Speaker asked for a voice vote. 
In the resultant roars, the nays appeared clearly to have it. 
But Rankin, who knew not only his rules but the reluctance of 
the average member openly to criticize the Committee, de- 
manded a roll call. 

It was so ordered. The shouters of many a previous nay now 
voted yea. The amendment was passed, despite the efforts of 
party leaders to defeat it. 

An amazing turn of events had been witnessed by the 
crowded galleries: A predominantly Democratic Congress, 
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many of the members PAC-supported, and thus openly or 
tacitly pledged to eliminate the tempestuous and temporary 
Committee, made as its first act the Committee a fixture as 
permanent as Way and Means. 

As for my draft status, I was given just enough time to write 
a report on the last Committee activities and move the file 
cases back into our offices. 

On a Monday, late in 1944, while I was in New York on an 
investigation, my Washington office called to tell me that Sen. 
Maybank’s office had arranged for an additional 30-day de- 
ferment. 

The following Saturday I was ordered to report for induc- 
tion. Sen. Maybank’s letter had been held up long enough for 
my draft board to meet and yield, at last, to the remarkable 
pressure placed upon it. 

The only reason I mention my time in the Army, and the 
only way in which my experience differs from that of millions 
of others, is that whoever was desirous of placing me there 
never lost sight of me—though I was undistinguishable from 
millions of other privates. 

After a week at Fort Meade, and the first two weeks of what 
was for me, a desk worker more or less, a physically difficult 
4% months of basic training, I was visited at Camp Joseph T. 
Robinson (Little Rock, Ark.) by a secretive captain from 
Washington. He ordered the room cleared of all personnel be- 
fore he spoke to me. 

“We want you,” he said. “You will be given a commission 
and be permanently assigned to the State of Washington, or 
Tennessee or New Mexico. I can tell you nothing else. Will 
you accept?” He represented as I learned later, the Man- 
hattan Engineering District. 

I had turned down a commission in Air Force intelligence 
work several years before, without many qualms. But the 
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events of the past two weeks had made me doubt the wisdom 
of my action. 

It is, I found, difficult for a man in his thirties to keep up 
with 18, 19 and 20-year-old farmboys and athletes. On the 
first day I was ordered to run a mile with them. I fell over on 
my face about 100 yards short of the finish line. For punish- 
ment, I was ordered to get down on the parade ground, in 
front of the rest of the trainees, and do 100 push-ups. 

I told the young lieutenant as quietly as I could that I'd 
be happy to try, but I just doubted that I could do more 
than a dozen. I did ten before my arms refused to lift my 
body another time. 

On the second mile run I got to within about 50 yards be- 
fore I caved in. That called for additional punishment, but I 
told the young man that, if he gave me a little time, by God, 
I'd run my mile-with a full pack—which I eventually did after 
I had lost 40 pounds. 

But at the time the mysterious captain appeared (he was, 
of course, interested in having me assigned to security work 
in the A-bomb project) I was filled with every muscle ache 
known to any out-of-shape draftee. Besides, I felt that I could 
be of more use to the Army in what was obviously intelli- 
gence. work than in the job of running a mile each day. 

So I told him Id be very glad to accept his offer. 

“We'll send for you in a couple of days,” he said, and 
marched out. I never heard from him again. 

V-E Day came and went at our infantry replacement train- 
ing center, but my own infantry training was prolonged to 18 
weeks instead of 13. During that training period there was, to 
my knowledge, at least two more requests for me—for assign- 
ment to intelligence work—but I was kept at Little Rock. 

Then I was sent to Camp Bullis, near San Antonio, for a 
course in the Criminal Investigating school of the CID. That 
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was much more in my line, and though rudimentary, I enjoyed 
it and profited by it. While I was there the Japanese sur- 
rendered. 

I was ready to go overseas with other products of the school, 
and was actually packing my things, when a young officer ran 
down our company street one afternoon calling my name. He 
was tremendously agitated. 

“The Secretary of War’s on the phonel” he shouted at me. 
“He is sending special orders concerning you, and were to 
keep you here.” 

My classmates packed and went off. I waited five days for 
the special orders, and then was transferred to Fort Meade for 
a similar course in investigation work. 

In October, 1945, after I had been at the Fort Meade school 
for a short period, I was permitted a little time to go to Wash- 
ington to see my family. I went by the old House Office Build- 
ing, too, and it was a strange feeling to see old friends of mine 
look around uneasily when I spoke to them, or turn tail and 
walk the other way when they saw me coming down the 
corridor. 

My favorite commentators had done a very thorough job. I 
still wish I had met either of them just about that time. 
Or both. 

At Committee headquarters the new Chairman, Rep. John 
S. Wood (D., Ga.), and Rep. Thomas were deploring the 
manner in which the latest investigations had failed to pro- 
duce fruitful information. Wood was very friendly. 

“There's no reason in the world why you should be kept in 
the Army, doing nothing, when we need you,” he said. “I'm 
getting you out immediately.” 

That suited me. I had another 24 hours with my family and 
then reported back to Camp Holabird, near Baltimore, to 
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which camp my new school had been moved during my 
furlough. This, indeed, looked like the end of my Army life. 

I groped my way to my bunk in the darkness and was just 
settling down when I heard a voice in the darkness of the 
bunk above me ask “Are you Stripling?” 

“Yes.” 

“They been looking for you.” 

“That right?” I asked, pleased that Wood had acted so 
speedily. 

“Yeah. You're being sent to Tokyo.” 

I guess I probably waited a while before saying anything. 
Then I asked, “When?” 

“Tomorrow . .. good night.” 

“Good night.” | 

The next day I applied for the usual furlough given to all 
those about to be sent out of the country, and returned to 
Washington. 

Rep. Thomas hit the ceiling when he found out about my 
new assignment. He had Gen. Persons, the Army’s representa- 
tive on the Legislative Deferment Board, call the colonel 
commanding my school at Holabird. 

The colonel at Holabird said there was little he could do 
about the order. 

“The request from Tokyo is for a man with exactly Strip- 
ling’s qualifications,” he told Gen. Persons. 

“Listen,” Persons shouted into the phone, “if this fellow 
Stripling is so goddam important, why don't you at least pro- 
mote him to private first class?” 

But my furlough ended without further incident and I re- 
turned to camp to pack my gear again. A Lt. Murray inter- 
rupted that chore to call me to his office. 

“I don’t know who you are, soldier, but I’ve never had as 
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much trouble in my life. I got a call from the Secretary of 
State’s office today. ...” 

“You mean the Secretary of War's office, don't you, sir?” I 
asked. 

“I said the Secretary of State, soldier,” Murray went on. 
“Youre to be taken off orders.” 

For the next few months I was a casual around the camp, 
working now and then at latrine duty and at other times as a 
sweeper around the officers’ club. Toward the end of that 
period I became a messenger boy, but in January, 1946, I got 
my first definite assignment. 

I was made a member of the faculty of the training division 
of the Counter Intelligence Course Center at Holabird, and 
put in Headquarters Company. The other professors ranked 
from first lieutenants to majors. The subject assigned to me, 
of all things, was subversive activities in the United States. 

It was in this role that I completed my Army career. I got 
a kick out of it, of course, and was a little proud to rise dizzily 
to the estate of master sergeant after being a yardbird for so 
long. The extra money, I might add, came in very handy. We 
had had a difficult time in that department. 

It took an act of Congress—the bill which enabled all 
servicemen with 18 months service to get out—to return me to 
civilian life. 

Back in Washington I was asked to give a course in sub- 
versive activities to a special class of 50 high-ranking Air 
Force officers at the Pentagon. A little later I spoke at the War 
College on the same subject, with a number of general officers. 
in attendance. 

The day I accepted the War College invitation, a general 
there called my office and asked my secretary to give him a 
brief biography, including my Army career and the various 
ranks J had held. 
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“Tell him I was a yardbird, and proud of it,” I told her. The 
general seemed flabbergasted. 

As for the House Un-American Activities Committee, it had 
fallen into a depressing state. I got a taste of what a lot of re- 
turning servicemen suffered when the Committee’s new coun- 
sel offered me two days’ work at $10 a day, “... if I cared to 
return.” : 

I had worked too hard to turn away in disgust. I brought 
up the question of the GI Bill of Rights, and soon was back in 
my job as chief investigator. There was a lot of work to do 
... as well as some work to undo. 

In the latter category I did what I could to remove the 
aroma from what had been a recent investigation of Kreml 
hair tonic. It seems that a new member of the staff had de- 
tected a similarity between the words “Krem!” and “Kremlin.” 
This must always remain the all-time low in investigations. 
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The Eislers 


THE WITNESS chair of the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee has held an incredible variety of men and women, 
ranging from the yammering Bund members of a decade ago 
to those sharply-honed intellectual rivals, Whittaker Cham- 
bers and Alger Hiss. 

But few witnesses have left a deeper imprint on the Com- 
mittee, or been more difficult to ferret out, than the remark- 
able Eislers. They were, and are: 

Gerhart Eisler, the inconspicuous little Comintern repre- 
sentative whose position in the Communist conspiracy in this 
country was great enough to give him power over life and 
death. He was the autocratic secret boss of such window- 
dressing Reds as Earl Browder, and he came and went as he 
pleased. He still does that as this is written, though his wings 
have been clipped. 

Hanns Eisler, his brother, a Moscow-praised composer of 
so-called revolutionary music, who worked for RKO, lived in a 
fashionable California beach house, and had such champions 
as Mrs. Roosevelt, Raymond Gram Swing, Clifford Odets, 
Dorothy Thompson and Asst. Secretary of State George Mes- 
sermith fending for him in his passport troubles. 

Elfriede Eisler, their sister, called Gerhart a terroristic GPU 
agent who effected a “ruthless” purge of dissident Chinese 
Redswhile bolstering Communism in China,and who turned 
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over to Russian executioners two of his best friends. She felt 
the same hatred, she testified, for her brother Hanns. 

Gerhart Eisler was trained in Moscow for his startling 
American task of operating in this country an absolute super- 
government of sedition. He came here first in the late 1920s 
with his first of three wives, and among other things, engaged 
in counterfeiting activities in Houston, Tex. 

He returned to Russia in the early 30's and in the course of 
further schooling casually met an American Negro Commu- 
nist named William O'Dell Nowell, of Detroit, who eventually 
put the finger on him. He returned here in 1933 and, for the 
next five years, made a number of trips back and forth be- 
tween this country and Russia, using the name Samuel 
Liptzin. In this country, however, even the better known 
Communists who took their orders from him knew him only 
as “Edwards” or, occasionally, “Brown.” 

The bald, bespectacled little man, who once had escaped 
death himself when Andrei Vishinsky, then the U.S.S.R.’s 
death-dealing prosecutor, suspected him of being part of a 
conspiracy to assassinate Stalin, returned finally to America 
on June 18, 1941, just before Hitler invaded Russia. He was 
accompanied by 29-year-old Brunhilda Rotstein, his Polish 
mistress and, eventually, his third wife. He identified himself 
as a stateless journalist and merchant, and life-long bachelor. 

He was in transit, he said, to Mexico, where he hoped to 
find employment with Otto Katz. He had picked his patron 
astutely. Katz was well known as a leading figure in the Com- 
munist network that had moved into Mexico about that time. 
So the U.S. refused to let him leave this country! He was here 
throughout the war; conferred frequently with at least one 
Canadian involved in the theft of secret A-bomb data. 

He added more names to his file of aliases. In the columns 
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of The Daily Worker, where he set down each twist and turn 
of the Party line, he was Hans Berger. On the payroll of the 
Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee he was Julius Eisman. 
In his travels about the country he remained “Edwards” or 
“Brown. 

He had told an Ellis Island Board of Special Inquiry, upon 
his 1941 arrival here, that he had never been in this country 
before, that his only relative here was his brother Hanns and 
that he was not a Communist. He listed no friends, neglecting 
to mention, among others, Jacob M. Golos—a name which will 
figure in my subsequent account of the Bentley-Hiss-Cham- 
bers case. 

In October, 1946, Louis Budenz, who had quit Communism 
the year before and resigned as editor of The Daily Worker, 
said in a broadcast from Detroit that a shadowy figure, un- 
known even to himself, was the real head of Communism in 
America. 

Within a few days, those two great New York reporters on 
Communism, Frederick Woltman and Howard Rushmore, 
had brought out a connection between Budenz’s shadowy fig- 
ure and “Edwards,” “Brown,” “Berger” and Eisler. 

He denied the charge indignantly on a “Meet the Press” 
broadcast from Washington, without knowing that the net 
was closing in on him more rapidly than he believed. In the 
studio that night was a reflective little man from the State 
Department, a man who had been puzzled for a long time over 
a face on a passport application—a face that didn’t match that 
of the name below it. 

The reflective little man from the State Department went 
back to the Department that night, dug out the dusty applica- 
tion (made out in the name of Samuel Liptzin ) and looked on 
the likeness of Gerhart Eisler. Then he called me. 

The faulty passport application had been one of dozens 
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brought to light in the false passport trial of Browder. Liptzin, 
brought into the case because records showed that “his” trips 
had been paid for by a Communist front which posed as a 
travel agency, told the court at that time that his naturaliza- 
tion papers had been stolen earlier. That, he said, accounted 
for the fact that somebody else apparently was using his name. 

It was this that the man from the State Department had re- 
membered. As a matter of fact, my own memory was working. 
The appearance of the name “Gerhart” in the papers had 
jogged a dusty portion of my mind. And when I remembered 
Nowell—who, years before, had told the Committee about 
meeting an agent named “Gebhardt” or “Edwards” in 
Moscow. 

I found Nowell through the help of Detroit police ( Nowell, 
at first, went into hiding because he thought the Internal 
Revenue people were after him) and brought him to Wash- 
ington. There he was spotted by local Reds and threatened. 
We moved him to the home of a Negro detective on the Wash- 
ington police force, after he identified the picture of Eisler. 

I somehow found Elfriede Eisler, too, in New York. She 
came to Washington and identified the passport application’s 
picture as that of her brother. The F.B.I. had been tailing him 
too, but lacked the key we possessed—the picture. 

Eisler made two frantic attempts to leave the country with 
his wife in the last days of his liberty. Through our request to 
the Department of Justice that he be kept under 24-hour sur- 
veillance, and the alertness of immigration officers, he was 
stopped both times. 

He finally went before us on February 6, 1947. It was a 
sharp, flinty hearing, and my last remaining doubts that some- 
thing big had been bagged disappeared when he appeared in 
the caucus room with Carol King as his attorney. Miss King 
had represented Harry Bridges and Mrs. Earl Browder. 
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“I am a political prisoner in the United States,” Eisler cried. 

“Just a moment,” Chairman Thomas said. “Will you please 
be sworn in?” 

“You will not swear me in before you hear a few remarks,” 
Eisler countered. | 

It went that way for another minute or two, but much 
angrier, until Rep. Mundt (R.,S.D.) offered the motion that 
Eisler be cited for contempt. 

I read into the record his false statements to immigration 
officials and his imposing record as compiled by the F.B.I. 
Nowell told his story: Budenz corroborated it, and named him 
as the tie between the Canadian A-bomb case and the U.S. 
And the sister appeared to excoriate him in terms that brought 
a shocked hush to the room. 

She almost spat his name when she spoke in her low voice, 
and always called him “Eisler.” 

“I consider Eisler the perfect terrorist type,” she bit off, 
“most dangerous for the people of both America and Germany 
(his native country. ) The fact that this man is my brother has 
only given me a deeper insight in the technique of Stalin's 
NKVD and the terror system it imposes on the peoples of 
Europe. 

“In a totalitarian party, all human relations are deterior- 
ated; a man who serves Stalin is conditioned to hand over to 
the GPU his child, his sister, his closest friend. . . . Eisler is 
responsible for the death of the German Communist Hugo 
Eberlein, the leader of Eisler’s own caucuses, and of Nikolai 
Bukharin, the great Russian theorist, his one-time friend and 
protector. 

“Eisler’s presence in Germany (where he had stated he 
wanted to return) will help to build up another Nazi system 
which will differ from the old one only by the fact that the 
Fuehrer’s name will be Stalin.” 

[62] 


THE EISLERS 


Eisler was convicted more than two years ago of falsifying 
an exit visa application, and sentenced to from one to three 
years. Earlier, he was convicted for contempt of Congress, 
which carries a $1,000 fine and a year in prison. He remains 
_ at liberty on bail at this writing, moving about the clandes- 
tine domain he did so much to fashion. 


+ 2 % 


In my long search through the visa division of the State 
Department, while on the trail of Gerhart Eisler, employees 
there repeatedly suggested that I inquire into the passport es- 
capades of Gerhart’s brother, Hanns. 

With Gerhart disposed of, so far as the House Un-American 
Activities Committee was concerned, I subpenaed such rec- 
ords as the State Department would give us, and looked into 
the matter of Hanns. 

Hanns, a stout, stumpy, bald, bespectacled man like his 
brother, had lived with more ostentation than Gerhart, who, 
when finally subpenaed by the Committee, was living in a 
modest little place in Sunnyside, Long Island. 

The day I handed Hanns his subpena, he was sunning him- 
self in a deck chair on the sand in front of his Malibu Beach 
Calif., home. 

“Tve been expecting you,” he said, taking the paper. “Now 
get out of here.” 

Hanns Eisler had been respected and trusted enough in 
Moscow to be taken there from Germany to reorganize its In- 
ternational Music Bureau. In this country he had worked un- 
der a $20,000 Rockefeller Foundation grant, been a professor 
at the New School of Social Research in New York and was 
employed mainly by RKO in Hollywood when Dore Schary 
was in charge of production at that studio. 

He had composed the music for a great number of marching 
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and rallying songs endorsed by his Communist colleagues, 
including one denouncing anti-abortion laws and another 


which ended: 


From Russia victorious 
The workers October 
Comes storming reactions 

Regime the world over. 
We're coming with Lenin 

For Bolshevik work 
From London, Havana, 

Berlin and New York 


Rise up fields and workshops 
Come out workers, farmers; 
To battle march onward, 
March on world stormers. 
Eyes sharp on your guns, 
Red banners unfurled, 
Advance Proletarians 
To conquer the world. 


When he arrived in the United States in 1985 The Daily 
Worker displayed a picture of him giving the Communist 
salute, and hailed him as “This famous revolutionary com- 
poser.” It added: 

“His arrival in America marks the further extension of an 
international tour which has so far included lectures and con- 
certs in Leningrad, Moscow, Copenhagen, Brussels, Paris and 


London. 


“The Hanns Eisler Tour Committee, composed of repre- 
sentatives of the Workers’ Music League, John Reed Club, 
League of Workers’ Theaters, Workers Dance League, Anti- 


[64] 


THE EISLERS 


Nazi Federation, German Workers Clubs and other groups are 
preparing for an outstanding reception for this courageous 
revolutionary musician and composer.” 

When he began his testimony before the Committee on 
September 24, 1947, Eisler was a little vague as to whether he 
had actually joined the Communist Party, though he admitted 
sending in his application. He couldn't remember how many 
times he had been in Russia, nor did he remember a letter his 
sister had sent to him on April 27, 1944, accusing him of an 
association with the GPU and warning him if the GPU killed 
her that the guilt would fall on him and his brother Gerhart. 

“I think the letter is absolutely idiotic,” he said, when I read 
to him the copy with which the Committee had been pro- 
vided. 

By 1938 Hanns Eisler’s excuses for remaining in this coun- 
try were wearing thin. He and his wife decided to go to 
Havana and there make application for a visa that would en- 
title them to permanent residence in the U.S. 

But Hanns wanted to be certain. He first had an attorney 
file the application, and when the American consulate in 
Havana noted that the State Department had a considerable 
“file” on Eisler, the composer began rounding up considerable 
support. 

“Dear Sumner,” wrote Mrs. Roosevelt to Under Secretary of 
State Sumner Welles on January 11, 1939, and enclosing a dos- 
sier on Eisler, “all these papers were brought to me yesterday 
by a friend of Mr. Eisler. The man who brought them is a per- 
fectly honest person and very much disturbed. 

“He thinks the State Department has really told the Cuban 
consul that they do not wish to admit the Eislers, and he is 
perfectly sure that the Eislers are not Communists and have 
_ no political affiliations of any kind. 

“He is sure they believe our form of government is ‘heaven’ 
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and would be entirely agreeable without reservation to take “ 
an oath of allegiance. 

“I believe that it is said that the Labor Department did not 
examine the case carefully enough. Why not do it all over 
again and bring it out in the open and let the Eislers defend 
themselves? 

“Cordially, 


ELEANOR ROOSEVELT.” 


Welles, busy, asked Assistant Secretary George Messer- 
smith to look into the matter. Messersmith, four months 
earlier, had taken a very dim view of Eisler. And on January 
24, 1989, Welles replied at length to Mrs. Roosevelt, telling 
her that Eisler had been “connected in some measure with 
Communist organizations,’ but Messersmith was already in 
the process of an arresting change of view. 

Welles at first recommended that the Eislers proceed to 
Havana, however, in the hope of disproving the charges. “Mr. 
and Mrs. Eisler,” he concluded, “may also be assured that the 
consul general will accord them every possible consideration.” 

But complications developed. Coert DuBois, American 
Consul General at Havana, began looming as an imposing ob- 
stacle to Eisler’s plans and hopes. On February 7, 1939, Mrs. 
Roosevelt again wrote to the State Department: 

“Dear Sumner: This Eisler case seems a hard nut to crack. 
What do you suggest?” Mrs. Roosevelt enclosed a letter from 
Don Stephens, of the National Arts Club of New York, plead- 
ing Eisler’s case. 

Welles replied that there were no prejudices against Eisler. 
If he could conform to well-established State Department 
rules, there would be no trouble, etc. He ended by suggesting 
that Prof. Alvin Johnson, of the New School of Social Re- 
search, interest himself in supporting Eisler. 
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Johnson eventually wrote Eisler: 

“I understand that your visa is being held up because you 
have been boosted by “The Daily Worker’ as a ‘Comrade; that 
is, as a Communist. I personally have no prejudice against 
Communists and can see no earthly reason why a good Com- 
munist should not be a good musician.” 

Thirteen days after Mrs. Roosevelt showed an interest in 
the case, Messersmith, who earlier had written Dorothy 
Thompson of the bulky evidence of Eislers Communism, 
wrote DuBois: 

“I may tell you that I have personally gone through the 
rather heavy file that we have covering Mr. Eisler. While there 
is no question in my mind that Mr. Eisler is a man of very 
liberal views and while his name has been mentioned in some 
Communistic papers and while he may have written certain 
pieces of music which have a Communistic title, I find it diffi- 
cult myself to believe that information which we have so far 
seen would be sufficient to prove that Mr. Eisler is a Commu- 
nist or holds views which would exclude him from our coun- 


“I am inclined to believe that Mr. Eisler is a musician and 
an artist who does hold liberal views, but I can find nothing 
which would indicate that he believes in the overthrow of 
government by force or that he has been engaged in activities 
of a Communistic or subversive character either abroad or in 
this country. 

“... If, when Mr. Eisler should call at the consulate at 
Havana, he definitely states that he does not hold views for 
which he could be excluded under our immigration laws, I do 
not believe that a visa could be withheld unless the consul has 
evidence which would disprove his statement. 

“In view of the fact that this case has been pending for 
some time and has received a certain amount of attention, I 

[ 67 ] 


THE RED PLOT AGAINST AMERICA 


believe it would be advisable, when Mr. Eisler presents him- 
self for a visa, that you either see him yourself or that you dele- 
gate one of your most responsible officers to consider his case.” 

Throughout this curious conduct the conscience of the State 
Department seemed vested largely in Robert Clark Alex- 
ander, former private secretary to Secretary of State Charles 
Evans Hughes, and holder of other important jobs during his 
25 years in the department. Alexander judged Hanns Eisler 
an out-and-out Communist, and when Eisler decided to try 
to get into the U.S. permanently from Mexico City, instead of 
Havana, Alexander wrote: 

“The interested persons may believe that they can bring 
greater pressure to bear on the consul general at Mexico City 
—possibly through Ambassador Daniels—than they have been 
able to bring on the consul general at Havana through the 
Department.” 

Messersmith termed Alexander “a clerk . . . a law clerk, or 
something of that kind.” 

Alexander, refusing to be intimidated, informed P. C. Hut- 
ton, visa officer at Mexico City. “I am sure we will be called 
upon to render an explanation concerning the issuance of visas 
to so many of the Reds and ‘Pinks’ who have been filtering into 
the country in recent years.” | 

The Eislers by now had long overstayed their visitor's per- 
mits. Among those who asked the State Department to pro- 
long their stay were Raymond Gram Swing, Dorothy 
Thompson, Russell Davenport of Fortune magazine, George 
Cukor, Clifford Odets and William Dieterle of Hollywood, 
Curt Riess, Oscar Wagner, Dean of the Juilliard Graduate 
School, and Harold Clurman, director of the Group Theater. 
Swing wrote: 

“The people I know in New York are greatly upset and of- 
fended by the failure of the eminent composer Mr. Hanns 
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Eisler and his wife to obtain an extension of their visitor’s 
visas. 

On September 7, 1939, at Mexico City, the Eislers were 
granted additional visitor's permits, valid for two months. 
They returned to the U.S. and ignored the termination of their 
permits. On July 17, 1940, a warrant was issued for their arrest 
and deportation. At first they hid out in fashionable reaches of 
Bucks County, Pa. Later they fled to Calexico, and there ap- 
plied for visas which would entitle them to permanent resi- 
dence in this country. 

The immigration inspector at Calexico said no. 

The Board of Special Inquiry said no. 

The State Department files still contained all their unsavory 
evidence. 

But the Immigration Board of Appeals in Washington said 
yes. Hanns Eisler, as much of a Communist agent as his 
brother Gerhart, was granted permission to enter the United 
States with his wife and apply for citizenship. 

It was not until late in 1948 that the Department of Justice, 
acting on the evidence the Committee produced long before, 
issued orders to deport Hanns Eisler and his wife. They were 
permitted to leave the U.S. voluntarily, on the promise that 
they would never return. 

Yet, throughout the entire case, and to this day, the Com- 
mittee was accused of dealing exclusively in smears. 
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Communism in Hollywood 


Ir THE Communist Party could seize the motion picture in- 
dustry as completely as it has seized a number of supposedly 
impregnable U.S. unions and other organizations, it could 
hasten by many years its long-range plan to communize the 
country. 

About 75,000,000 Americans attend movies each week. 
Most of the patrons believe what they see. 

The House Committee on Un-American Activities inquired 
into Communism in Hollywood because our investigators 
were able within a short period to unearth 33 card-bearing 
Communist writers, directors, actors and actresses, and to 
compile thick dossiers on the Communist activities of 75 other 
influential persons in the film industry. 

There were indications that there were easily more, and 
that they were operating efficiently toward making an early 
bit of Lenin’s dogma come true. “Communism,” Lenin wrote, 
“must always consider that of all the arts the motion picture is 
the most important.” 

They were guided, too, by the words of Willie Muenzen- 
burg, one-time member of the Communist International in 
charge of cultural affairs. Muenzenburg wrote: 

“We must develop the tremendous cultural possibilities (of 
motion pictures) in a revolutionary sense. One of the most 
pressing tasks confronting the Communist Party in the field of 
propaganda is the conquest of this supremely important prop- 
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aganda until now the monopoly of the ruling class. We must 
wrest it from them and turn it against them.” 


How far they had gone was not especially essential in the | 
Committee’s mind, but the potential influence they could | 


bring to bear certainly was. 

The scripts of the writers involved established a writing 
trend which was roughly this: the rich were grasping, greedy 
exploiters of the poor, who were always honest and down- 
trodden. Bankers were generally despotic; landlords cruel, 
and tenants noble. Judges and political figures were either 
crooked or fatuous fools. 

They had successfully infiltrated the Screen Writers Guild 
and other organizations. During the Hitler-Stalin pact they 
were called upon to join in such neighboring activities as the 
strike at the North American Aviation Corp., a strike which 
President Roosevelt denounced as Communist-inspired. 
When Russia became our ally, they made the routine switch 
and wrote glowingly of Allied bravery. When the war was 
-over they switched again, to continue their pre-destined tasks 
of destroying—as best and as subtly as they could—the pub- 
lic’s confidence in its leaders, laws and institutions. 

To combat them and the willing hams who went along with 
them for the publicity involved, a few patriotic Americans in 
the industry formed the Motion Picture Alliance for the Pres- 
ervation of American Ideals. It came in for considerable or- 
ganized abuse, which continues to this day. The Committee, 
by calling the Hollywood hearings, came in for much of the 
same. | 
Examining any Hollywood failing is not an easy task. The 
defendants, if that is the word, can easily throw up a smoke- 
screen which would indicate that freedom of speech and ex- 
pression is being assailed. The defendants are usually famous, 
even beloved, and their fans are aroused. They are certainly 
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more able to present their best side to the public than is a Con- 
gressional committee. 

There was still further difficulty: the group of men who 
built the motion picture industry into one of America’s largest, 
were frightened lest the expose of Communists in their midst 
give their industry a black eye. 

Chairman Thomas, Rep. McDowell, investigator Louis 
Russell and I went to Hollywood in the Spring of 1947. Our 
primary task was to uncover and subpena Hanns Eisler. 

With Eisler served and heard in a short executive session, 
we began calling in key Hollywood figures to hear their 
_ stories. Our first witness was James K. McGuinness, one of the 
most responsible men who ever labored in the film medium. 
True to his word, Thomas remained in the Biltmore Hotel 
throughout our stay, and we obtained enough preliminary 
testimony to make a public hearing imperative. 

Back in Washington, we began to be visited by representa- 
tives of Eric Johnston, who promised hearty cooperation. But 
they refused to turn over to the committee the minutes of a 
secret meeting of film moguls wherein they agreed not to 
cooperate. The industry retained such figures as former Sec- 
retary of State Jimmy Byrnes and Paul McNutt to represent it. 
Both seemed to become confused after a time. Johnston’s 
office assigned Byrnes an assistant with a notorious record as 
a Communist fronter. 

Before the hectic hearing was over, we were hearing from 
three camps instead of two: the moguls, the Alliance which 
wanted the Reds dug out, and the Reds. 

The “friendly” witnesses, as they were called, were L. B. 
Mayer, Jack Warner, Sam Wood, Rupert Hughes, Adolphe 
Menjou, Morrie Ryskind, Robert Montgomery, Dore Schary, 
Robert Taylor, George Murphy, Gary Cooper, Ronald Rea- 
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gan, Leo McCarey, Walt Disney, McGuinness and Lela 
Rogers. | 

When they had been heard the sum of their testimony 
amounted to this: there were indications (with a few con- 
crete cases) that the industry had been infiltrated, but that 
most of the Communist venom had been absorbed by the loyal 
and overwhelming majority. 

There was considerable jubilation in the ranks of the so- 
called “unfriendly” witnesses when the others had presented 
their case. Johnston, who wished to confine our inquiry to an 
inspection of actual films, asked to be heard. Over a weekend 
recess he demanded that such public hearings be curbed. 

Something called the Committee of the First Amendment 
had been organized in Hollywood, with such figures as John 
Garfield, Danny Kaye, Humphrey Bogart and his wife; 
Marsha Hunt, Paul Henried, Paul Draper and others. Twenty- 
five of them flew in to Washington and our caucus room be- 
gan to take on the fruitless and disarming aura that pervaded 
earlier hearings where little or nothing was accomplished. 

I believe all concerned, except a few members of the alli- 
ance, believed that the case against Communism in Holly- 
wood would collapse as soon as Johnston was heard. 

But when Monday’s hearings opened I called first on John 
Howard Lawson, and placed him under oath. He asked that a 
written statement, highly vituperative, be read into the rec- 
ord. Thomas declined. Then I asked him: 

“Are you a member of the Screen Writers Guild?” 

“The raising of any question here,” he said, “in regard to 
membership, political beliefs, or affiliation is absolutely be- 
yond the powers of this committee.” Thereafter he answered 
most of our questions by speeches, which grew in indignation. 

When I asked if he were a Communist, he replied, “The 
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question of Communism is in no way related to this inquiry, 
which is an attempt to get control of the screen and to invade 
the basic rights of American citizens in all fields.” 

Speaking above the clatter of Thomas’ gavel, Lawson 
added, “You are using the old technique, which was used in 
Hitler Germany, in order to create a scare here .. . in order 
that you can then smear the motion-picture industry, and you 
can proceed to the press, to any form of communication in this 
country.” 

Lawson had been what amounted to the top-sergeant of the 
Communist conspiracy in Hollywood. What he said thereafter 
set the pattern for those who followed him to the stand: Dal- 
ton Trumbo, Samuel Omitz, Lester Cole, Herbert Biberman, 
Ring Lardner, Jr., Albert Maltz, Alvah Bessie, Edward 
Dmytryk, Adrian Scott and others we heard, or attempted to 
hear. 

Ten were cited for contempt. Lawson and Trumbo have 
been convicted in Federal court of that charge and their at- 
torneys have appealed. The others will stand by whatever 
decision the higher courts hand down. 

The Committee of the First Amendment developed some 
inner discord when, during a press conference (we provided 
our caucus room for it), some of its members were a bit vague 
as to what the First Amendment of the Constitution was. 
Then Bogart, out of the blue, issued a mimeographed state- 
ment stating that he was no Communist, but one chronically 
given to doing odd things. 

However, there was still a feeling in Hollywood that the 
Committee had been soundly whipped. Then the “Hollywood 
Reporter” announced that it was Hollywood which had been 
hurt, and showed box office figures to prove the contention. 
The Committee, incidentally, received thousands of letters 
from moviegoers supporting the hearing. 
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As a result, heads of studios met in New York at the Waldorf 
and agreed to discharge the “unfriendly” witnesses, most of 
whom are suing their studios and one of whom, Cole, has re- 
ceived a judgment in a lower court. 

Why did we stop the hearing? 

I believe I was responsible for that, just before the Com- 
mittee was prepared to hear Larry Parks. He was to have been 
the next witness. But the entire hearing was taking on the 
overtones of a broken record. Further, I had every reason to 
believe that New York Communist circles were about to 
mass-picket the House Office Building and pack the caucus 
rooms. It could have become as ludicrous as the Senate’s 
hearing of Howard Hughes. Thomas was taken ill immedi- 
ately after the Hollywood hearing, and was reluctant to have 
any other member of the Committee sit in as chairman on a 
case he had opened and for which he felt great responsibility. 

The hearings should be continued and, I believe, someday 
will. And it should be made abundantly clear that Congress 
doesn’t want to control the films. Little can be gained by hear- 
ing from ten Hollywood figures and turning their truculence 
or reluctance into contempt citations. The other Hollywood 
Reds on whom there are extensive findings must be exposed, 
or they (and the ones we know nothing about) can operate 
at will in one of our largest and most vulnerable industries. 

It is my sincere belief that many of the Hollywood studio 
heads would rather have Communists on their pay-rolls, and 
make an occasional effort to watch what they were doing, 
than acknowledge their presence and get rid of them. In at 
least two cases, good men who came forth to help the Com- 
mittee in its efforts to expose the conspiracy in the film colony 
have suffered for their patriotism. One, a fine actor, has been 
unable to find work of any consequence since he appeared 
before the committee. The other, an executive who super- 
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vised a number of brilliant productions, found himself placed 
in coventry at his studio when he returned from Washington. 
His contract was bought up by his studio months before its 
termination. Coincidentally, his difficulties with his studio 
began shortly after it hired, in a top executive capacity, a man 
who had assured a number of the “unfriendly” witnesses that 
the whole matter would blow over in time. 
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The Reds and the A-Bomb 


RUSSIAN AGENTS and their American aides began stealing U.S. 
atomic energy and A-bomb secrets as early as the end of 1942, 
two and a half years before the first bomb was tested at Ala- 
mogordo, N. M. 

Despite the efforts of the F.B.I. and the security forces of 
the Manhattan Engineering District, the $2,000,000,000 
American scientific and engineering project was subjected to 
a consistent assault by Red agents, at least one of whom ap- 
peared to have an immunity against arrest. 

No one can estimate how much information was milked 
from the bomb project. But this we do know of the conspiracy: 

It was a much greater effort by the Communists than their 
successful assault on the Canadian Government's A-bomb 
secrets. The exposure of the Canadian spy ring, however, re- 
sulted in a tightening of that country’s espionage laws and the 
conviction, among others, of a member of the Canadian Par- 
liament. 

Our espionage laws remain the same, and the Justice De- 
partment has shown little inclination to prosecute those whose 
names were revealed by the House Committee. Yet we dis- 
closed a great deal about this conspiracy, and the Committee 
has every reason to believe that Government files contain 
much more information. 

The Communists gained more than ‘ane In 1944 the 
Soviet Purchasing Commission was able to fly 1,300 pounds of 
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uranium oxide and uranium nitrate out of this country. In 
1945, before the first bomb was tested, the Russians asked for 
and received 25 pounds of low-grade uranium metal and also 
acquired an amount of “heavy water” suitable for use in an 
atomic pile. 

The first 300 pounds of uranium oxide and nitrate was asked 
for in March, 1944, for the announced purpose of conducting 
steel-hardening and medical research work in the U.S.S.R. 
The request came at a time when the blanket of secrecy over 
the project was at its thickest. 

The Soviet Commission was offered, instead, a number of 
uranium substitutes suitable for the experiments named. The 
offer was rejected. The Commission then bought 300 pounds 
of uranium products from a private firm in Colorado. 

The Manhattan Engineering District, custodians of the 
bomb secret, subsequently managed discreetly to persuade all 
U.S. firms dealing in such products to sell thereafter only to 
the Government. When the Russians asked for another 1,000 
pounds they were given a “permit” to buy it here if they could. 
They promptly took the permit to Canada and bought it there, 
shipped it to a Montana airbase, whence it was flown directly 
to the U.S.S.R. | 

Key thief of U.S. atomic plans was Arthur Alexandrovich 
Adams, a figure in the Russian Revolution of 1905. He arrived 
in the U.S. for his last tour of duty in 1938, using a visa he had 
obtained at an American consulate in Canada on the strength 
of a fraudulent Canadian birth certificate. 

As the House Un-American Activities Committee report on 
his case eventually stated: 

“Adam’s admission to the United States for permanent resi- 
dence was facilitated by the false statements of one Samuel 
Novick, who is presently the president of Electronics Corpora- 
tion of America, and has been prominently connected with 
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that company, and with the ownership thereof, since its crea- 
tion in 1942. | 

“During the war, Electronics Corporation of America per- 
formed secret Government contracts in the amount of some 
$6,000,000. For a time it was the only contractor engaged in 
producing certain highly secret items for use in radar installa- 
tions.” 

Novick’s company sponsored two well-known American 
left-wingers on the air during the war, Johannes Steele and 
William S. Gailmor, the latter a convicted auto thief who later 
served as a fund-raiser for Henry Wallace’s Presidential cam- 
paign. 

Our generally ignored Committee report of September, 
1948, set forth the following: 

At the end of 1942, near the time of the first successful 
operation af an atomic “pile”—at the University of Chicago— 
Soviet diplomatic forces actively joined in the search for A- 
bomb information leaks. 

Vice Consul Peter Ivanov, of the U.S.S.R.’s consulate in 
San Francisco, approached one George Charles Eltenton and 
promised him a certain amount of money if he could arrange 
for a flow of such information on the West Coast. 

Eltenton went to Haakon Chevalier, a well-known trans- 
lator of European novelists and then a professor at the Uni- 
versity of California, and explained that the Russians felt they 
were entitled to all A-bomb information, inasmuch as they 
were Allies. 

Chevalier subsequently approached Prof. J. Robert Oppen- 
heimer, brilliant young head of the enormous scientific effort 
which produced the bomb and opened incredible vistas in 
atomic energy. Oppenheimer, who had examined Commun- 
ism and found it wanting, declined to cooperate. 

Ivanov then began using a man who called himself Steve 
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Nelson, an employee of The Daily Worker who had been a 
Communist Party candidate for the Pennsylvania State Legis- 
lature from Wilkes-Barre. 

In March, 1943, Nelson was observed visiting a nuclear 
physicist then at work at the University of California’s Radia- 
tion Laboratories. 

Nelson promptly thereafter met with Ivanov and handed 
him certain documents. A few days later, the third secretary 
of the Russian Embassy in Washington—a man named Zubilin 
—arrived in San Francisco, met Nelson and gave him ten bills 
of unknown denomination. 

The House Committee has the name of the physicist who 
was a part of this plan. It submitted his record to the Justice 
Department, but no action was taken. 

Continuing what seems to have been its fruitless inquiry 
into atomic espionage the Committee report stated that on 
July 1, 1944, Martin David Kamen, young Canadian-born 
scientist working for the Manhattan project, left the Univer- 
sity of California and met Gregory Kheifets, another Soviet 
Vice Consul in San Francisco. 

Accompanied by Vice Consul Gregory Kasperov, who was 
to succeed Kheifets shortly thereafter, they dined at a place 
named Bernstein’s Fish Grotto. Their conversation was moni- 
tored by the F.B.I. According to a former MED scientist, 
Kamen “very definitely” gave classified information to 
Kheifets and Kasperov. Asked to resign from his atomic work, 
Kamen conceded that he had committed a gross indiscretion. 
He has been denied a passport to leave the U.S. on three oc- 
casions in the last two years. 

The Committee in its report informed the proper prosecut- 
ing authorities that Adams’ first known contact with an 
A-bomb authority was made with Clarence Hiskey, a Univer- 
sity of Wisconsin scientist who had become interested in 

[80] 


THE REDS AND THE A-BOMB 


Communism through his wife, Marcia. Hiskey was assigned 
to atomic work in the fall of 1942 by Prof. Harold Urey and 
posted at Columbia University on work which produced the 
most desired process of separating highly fissionable uranium- 
235 from non-explosive uranium-238, the gaseous diffusion 
method. 

A bit later, Hiskey was dispatched to the University of 
Chicago for metallurgical work. Of this work the Smyth Re- 
port states: 

“The ultimate objective of the laboratory was to prepare 
plans for the large-scale production of plutonium and for its 
use in bombs.” 

Hiskey was being watched by security officers of the MED 
from the time he entered the project. 

“Finally we were convinced that he was a subversive 
agent, the ranking security officer of the MED testified for 
our records. “The question then was what to do with him. 

“We had had trouble when we tried to move one (suspect 
scientists). But someone, I think it was Colonel Lansdale, 
found in Hiskey’s record that he had a second lieutenancy in 
college in the ROTC. Providentially, he had retained his com- 
mission. We had the Adjutant General call Hiskey, amidst a 
great furor that we were doing it deliberately. We transferred 
him to the Canol project (in Canada) where, in the Quarter- 
master Corps, he counted underwear until the project went 
out of business. 

“Then he was transferred to an outfit in the South Pacific. 
He was promoted under ordinary steps from lieutenant to 
captain, with no interference from us, and he finally came out 
of the Army as a captain.” 

On the day after Hiskey was called to active duty in the 
Army he met Arthur Adams in Chicago. The inference is ir- 
resistible, the Committee declared, that he told Adams the 
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Soviet agent would have to develop a new contact within the 
Metallurgical Laboratory. 

A day later, Hiskey went to Cleveland to the hotel of John 
Hitchcock Chapin, young chemical engineer employed in the 
laboratory concerned. Then he took off for his new assign- 
ment. While there his luggage was searched and it was found 
to contain secret A-bomb information. 

Hiskey has never been prosecuted, nor have any of the 
others named. Adams, though followed by the F.B.I. and 
security officers of the Manhattan Project, faced arrest only 
once though no Government agency has yet denied a blunt 
committee report stating that he derived considerable in- 
formation from Clarence Hiskey, his first known contact with 
an A-bomb scientist. He had less success with the man Hiskey 
named in his stead, after Manhattan Project security officers 
had negotiated with the Adjutant General to ship Hiskey out 
of the country, we declared. 

Hiskey’s successor was John Hitchcock Chapin. When 
Chapin and Hiskey met in a Cleveland hotel, just before 
Hiskey’s reassignment, Chapin agreed to meet Adams. So that 
he would be sure to recognize the Red agent, Chapin testified 
he gave Hiskey a key to give to Adams. 

Chapin later told the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee he did eventually meet Adams, who handed him the 
key, but that he revealed no secret information to the Soviet 
agent. Chapin told the Committee he got “cold feet” at the 
last moment, but he subsequently was removed from an Air 
Force project by intelligence officers. 

Hiskey, in his appearance before the Committee, was a re- 
luctant witness. He refused to answer all pertinent questions 
“On the grounds that it may tend to degrade and incriminate 
me.” He gave the same answer when we asked him to com- 
ment on the fact that after he met Adams a search of Adams’ 
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rooms revealed that the agent possessed highly secret in- 
formation concerning the uranium plant at Oak Ridge, Tenn. 

Adams had interesting friends in this country, in addition 
to Samuel Novick. Among them, we reported officially, were 
Victoria Stone, operator now of a New York jewelry store 
which Adams helped to finance; Julius Heiman, a steel im- 
porter whose daughter worked for TASS (Soviet new agency ) 
and who was a friend of Earl Browder; Eric Bernay, former 
advertising manager of the New Masses and phono-recorder 
of Communist Hanns Eisler’s so-called revolutionary music, 
and Pavel Mikhailov, Vice Consul of the U.S.S.R.’s consulate 
general in New York. 

On October 25, 1944 at the height of America’s intensive 
and costly experiments in atomic energy and the A-bomb, 
Mikhailov provided the automobile in which Adams carried a 
fat brief case to the consulate. 

In February, 1945, six months before the test of the first 
A-bomb, Adams tried to leave the United States. He emerged 
casually from the apartment of Miss Stone in New York, walk- 
ing a dog, then suddenly shook off his F.B.I. followers by re- 
leasing the dog and hopping into a passing cab. 

It was discovered that Bernay had made arrangements for 
Adams to travel to Portland, Ore., “on business” but had made 
no hotel reservations for him there. The F.B.I. picked up 
Adams’ trail again in Chicago. By the time he reached the 
Portland pier where a Soviet ship was ready to sail, he was 
surrounded by F.B.I. men. He walked to within 15 feet of the 
gangplank but, apparently knowing that he would finally be 
picked up if he set foot aboard, he turned around and came 
back to New York unmolested. In New York he was able to 
give the agents the slip, and is now believed to be in Russia. 

The conclusion is inescapable that he escaped with a con- 
siderable amount of A-bomb information, either in document 
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form or in his head. It was information which we believe was 
of great help to the Russians in their own A-bomb research. 
It is not an opinion which the House Committee holds alone. 

“I have no hesitancy in saying that there was continued. 
and persistent and well-organized espionage against the 
United States, and particularly against the atom bomb project, 
by a foreign power with which we were not at war, and its 
misguided and traitorous domestic sympathizers,” Gen. Leslie 
R. Groves, head of the A-bomb project, told the Committee. 

Due to a Presidential directive which prohibits Americans 
in his position to discuss with the Committee, or anyone else, 
matters which might shed information on the loyalty or in- 
tegrity of other Americans, Groves could add little more. But 
what he did add was instructive. 

“I would say “Yes, ” he replied to my question as to whether 
the Red conspiracy against our A-bomb know-how was a 
widespread one. I would like to refer you to the Canadian spy 
report which, I think, gives an idea as to their activities in 
Canada. 

“All you have to do is to take the relative size and im- 
portance of the United States to Canada and just guess.” 

Groves informed President Roosevelt about the Communist 
efforts shortly before the President met with Stalin at Yalta. 
After Roosevelt’s death, he informed President Truman. 

Groves lips, as I say, and those of others who know the 
story, have been sealed by the Presidential directive. But the 
Committee feels that the people should know just how much 
information was stolen about a weapon which we A a 
and against which the people have no defense. 

It seems likely that Adams and others were not picked up at 
the time for fear of offending Russia. If that is so, then my 
mind inevitably recalls the Committee’s experience with 
Japanese espionage in the months before Pearl Harbor. 
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Curiously, it was our efforts to inquire more deeply into the 
scope of the Red attack on our atomic knowledge which led 
us to the startling Hiss-Chambers case. We reached that 
climax of the Committee’s services through our work in con- 
nection with Dr. Edward U. Condon, director of the National 
Bureau of Standards. 

Chairman Thomas and Dr. Condon first clashed when they 
stood on opposite sides of the Congressional debate over 
whether military men or civilians should control our post-war 
atomic energy and A-bomb program. 

In the course of his support of the military for this role, 
Thomas received a letter from a former security officer in the 
Manhattan Engineering District project (and now a ranking 
official of the Atomic Energy Commission ) urging him to in- 
quire into Condon’s record. My branch of the committee staff 
was ordered to conduct the investigation. That letter stated 
that the F.B.I. file on Condon would be “enlightening.” 

We soon discovered that Condon had quit the A-bomb 
project after a short period of work at Los Alamos, N. M., be- 
cause of his objection to security regulations. We further dis- 
covered that he had then been strongly recommended for his 
present important post by Henry Wallace, who failed to con- 
sult either Vannevar Bush or Dr. Lyman Briggs, who normally 
passed on such appointments. | 

A trip which Dr. Condon planned to make to Russia had 
been stopped at the last moment by the Army, and his pass- 
port withheld. 

In May, 1947, the Commerce Department, under which the 
National Bureau of Standards operates, began to check on 
Condon’s loyalty. It requested a report from the F.B.I. which 
was forwarded by J. Edgar Hoover in March, 1948, It was not 
a favorable letter. 

Paradoxically, during the long period of the check-up, Dr. 
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Condon was not cleared by the Atomic Energy Commission 
to share atomic secrets. But throughout the period he was in 
charge of all atomic scientists and technicians working for 
the Bureau of Standards. His office was also active in urging 
his scientists to join the American-Soviet Science Society, a 
subsidiary of the National Council for American-Soviet 
Friendship, Inc., judged by the Attorney General to be a sub- 
versive organization. 

The F.B.I. letter mentioned Condon’s friendship and that 
of his wife with a number of suspected persons, named and 
unnamed. One of these latter, we soon discovered, was Nathan 
Gregory Silvermaster, who was undergoing questioning by a 
N.Y. Grand Jury. It is a name to remember. 

Chairman Thomas, then confined to Walter Reed Hospital 
in Washington, was eager to release such information as we 
possessed on Condon. I objected on the grounds that Con- 
don should be heard first. But a sub-committee, which met 
with Rep. Thomas, who was wheeled down to the hospital . 
conference in a chair, voted unanimously to reveal what we 
had. The result was the explosive report in which Condon was 
called the “weakest link” in our atomic security. 

Condon demanded the immediate hearing, to which I still 
believe he is entitled. But, on the other hand, there were 
reasons why the committee could not hear him. 

President Truman ordered the F.B.I. letter concerning 
Condon brought to the White House, where it still reposes. 
Congress voted 10-to-1 to release it—in fairness to Condon and 
the Committee—but the President refused. Thomas’ condition 
ruled out all possibility that he could get to Capitol Hill to de- 
fend the Committee's action. He developed jaundice from a 
transfusion and, as in the Hollywood hearing, did not care to 
delegate his chairman’s role to any other member. 

The Commerce Department simultaneously announced 
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that it had cleared Condon ten days before our “weakest link” 
report. We found that the Commerce report actually had been 
signed after our report, and that one of the members of its 
loyalty board—a professor at the University of Illinois—was 
reached by long-distance phone to gain his support and sig- 
nature. The Department’s loyalty board had spent ten months 
investigating Condon, and he was the only witness it had 
called. 

Anti-Committee newspapers began printing excerpts from 
the F.B.I. letter, indicating that its tone was friendly to Con- 
don. Communist spokesmen, left-wingers and willing liberals 
began operating on a new line: that we were out to smear all 
scientists. It was said that in the paraphrase we had gained of 
the F.B.I. letter we had maliciously deleted a sentence which 
“cleared” Condon. 

The Committee had never called Condon subversive. But 
its contention was that a man in his position, and with his 
associations, constituted a potenial security menace. That was 
all. The letter that the President holds today would substanti- 
ate the Committee’s reasons for anxiety. But his freeze order 
constitutes an iron curtain between the Executive and the 
Legislative branches of the Government. 

There was no desire on the Committee's part, and certainly 
none of my own, to single out scientists for investigation. Yet 
with the A-bomb involved, one wonders at the wisdom of sur- 
rounding them with what amounts to immunity, for they are 
in the unquestioned position of being able—wittingly or other- 
wise—to bring about tremendous loss of U.S. lives in the event 
of a war, and uncountable damage. 

Pursuing our inquiry into the Condon case, we heard 
Nathan Gregory Silvermaster on May 25, 1948. He was to be 
named later in public as a former $10,000 a year Government 
economist, Russian born, who headed a group which operated 
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within the Government collecting information on behalf of 
the Soviet Union. 

Silvermaster willingly admitted to the Committee that he 
had been friendly enough with Condon to have been in Con- 
don’s home, and vice versa, on a number of occasions. Others 
who followed him to the stand and admitted knowing Con- 
don, were Charles Kramer, alleged Communist who worked 
for Sen. Claude Pepper, and John Marsalka, fired by the State 
Department for, among other reasons, his extreme sympathy 
for the Soviet Union. 

After the Federal Grand Jury in New York arose, in July, 
1948, we subpenaed another of its witnesses. She knew Sil- 
vermaster. And, as it turned out, she knew many others. Her 
name was Elizabeth Terrill Bentley. 

It was she who opened the door to the shocking Hiss- 
Chambers case. 
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Elizabeth Bentley 


ELizABETH BENTLEY, a Vassar graduate and later a teacher 
at the exclusive Foxcroft School, Middleburg, Va., drifted 
deeply into Communism through her hatred of Fascism and 
her love of a dying Communist named Jacob Golos. 

Returning from her post-graduate studies in Florence, in 
the middle 1930's, she met a number of U.S. Communists and 
left-wingers who urged her to speak on Italian Fascism at sev- 
eral of their functions. In short order she joined the American 
League Against War and Fascism, one of the Communist 
fronts cleverly endowed with a name and apparent purpose 
calculated to enlist sympathy from Americans. 

Her early mentor in Communism, she later testified, was 
Dr. James Mendenhall, a professor in Columbia University’s 
Teachers College. Through Columbia, she was placed in a 
job with the Italian Library of Information, a propaganda 
arm of Mussolinis dictatorship. She began supplying Com- 
munist Party headquarters in New York with information she 
picked up in line with her duties at the library. 

Miss Bentley’s efficiency in this modest role came to the 
attention of Golos, president of World Tourists, Inc., a travel 
bureau set up with Communist funds. The bureau served as 

a clearing house for the traffic between this country and 
Russia of a number of Red agents, some of them travelling 
under false passports—as in the case of Gerhart Eisler. 
She fell in love with Golos, and it was to him that she there- 
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after turned over the information she obtained from the 
library. When Hitler invaded the Soviet Union in 1941 Golos 
promoted her to the role of courier. 

Her duties obliged her to travel to Washington every two 
weeks and collect copies of stolen Government documents 
and other information. She received most of these, she tes- 
tified later, from Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, Russian-born 
government official who, she said, headed one of several Com- 
munist spy groups within the government. 

She also collected the Communist Party dues of certain 
government officials, including a 20 per cent surtax on those 
earning more than $5,000 a year. Such political information as 
she received was shown to Earl Browder in New York. Then 
that information, along with the military data she obtained, 
was sent to Moscow by Golos. 

In her pocketbook, travelling bag and occasionally her 
paper shopping bag, she transported a wealth of vital secret 
information, including the date of D-Day, plans for the B-29 
and other U.S. war-planes then in an embryo state, news that 
U.S. counter-espionage agents were about to break the Soviet 
code, considerable information about the secret work of the 
OSS, and U.S. plans for the post-war occupation of Axis 
countries. 

She felt no remorse. 

“It never occurred to me that I was betraying my own gov- 
ernment,” she testified later to the House Un-American ‘Ac- 
tivities Committee. “The mistake you make when you look at 
Communism is that you take it as an intellectual process. 

“It is not. It is almost a religion, and it gets you so strongly 
that you take orders blindly. You believe it blindly. That ac- 
counts for the fact that no real Communist is religious or has 
any religion.” 
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But things changed when her man Golos died of the some- 
what unromantic malady of hardening of the arteries. 

Miss Bentley tried working directly with Browder for a 
time, but found him evasive and contemptuous of her—as he 
was of all American Communists. Those he assigned her to 

. were about the cheapest type of person I have ever seen 
_the gangster type.” In July, 1945, she stopped paying her 
party dues. 

When it became apparent to her superiors that she was 
drifting away, a great effort was made to placate her and re- 
vive her interest. It failed. In August, 1945, she went to F.B.I. 
headquarters in New Haven, Conn., because she felt she was 
being followed in New York City, and told her story. She 
named the names with which she bombshelled the Committee 
three years later. 

The F.B.I. made its report, followed her thereafter. But the 
Communist Party did not give her up easily. Her case was con- 
sidered important enough to enlist the attention of Anatol 
Gromov, First Secretary of the Russian Embassy. He gave her 
$2,000 in $20 bills at the corner of Fourth Street and Tenth 
Avenue in the fall of 1945 and later, by order of the Supreme 
Presidium of the U.S.S.R., the Order of the Red Star. 

Though she turned over the $2,000 and the decoration to 
the F.B.I. immediately after receipt, and gave a fantastically 
detailed story of her activities and the men and women with 
whom she conspired, she apparently was viewed with sus- 
picion by the Justice Department. 

For as soon as it was made known that the Committee had 
subpoenaed her, at the Hotel St. George in Brooklyn, Vin- 
cent T. Quinn, then Asst. Attorney General in charge of the 
Criminal Division and now a member of Congress from 
Brooklyn, came to my office to counsel caution. He was ac- 
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companied by George Morris Fay, U.S. Attorney for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

I sensed readily enough that their visit had something to do 
with Miss Bentley, so I rang up Chairman J. Parnell Thomas 
at his New Jersey home and asked the officials to speak to him 
—not me. 

They urged Thomas to question Miss Bentley in executive 
session and warned him that while the Justice Department 
had never been able definitely to disprove any of her allega- 
tions there was available no material evidence, and a great 
dearth of corroborating witnesses. 

The Committee at first heard Miss Bentley in closed session 
when she appeared July 31, 1948. But after a very short period 
of questioning it was unanimously decided by member Demo- 
crats and Republicans alike that the hearing should be 
opened. 

In her crisp, unruffled manner Elizabeth Bentley accused, 
among others, the following: 

Asst. Secretary of Treasury Harry Dexter White; Lauchlin © 
Currie, an aide to President Roosevelt; Silvermaster, former 
Commerce Department representative on the Inter-Depart- 
ment Committee determining exports to Russia and its satel- 
lites; Duncan Lee, legal adviser to OSS head Maj. Gen. 
William Donovan; John Abt, CIO-PAC official; Victor Perlo, 
official in six Government agencies; Charles Kramer, attached 
to the Labor Sub-Committee headed by Sens. Claude Pepper 
and Harley M. Kilgore; Harry Magdoff, WPA official; Harold 
Glasser, who worked in a number of Government offices, and 
Maj. William Ludwig Ullmann, USAAF. 

White, co-author of the Bretton Woods Monetary Plan, 
author of the so-called Morgenthau Plan for Germany, and 
sponsor of the World Bank, was charged with moving Red. 
agents into key positions in various Government departments. 
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Currie, Miss Bentley charged, supplied her with advance in- 
formation on the impending break of the Soviet code, the in- 
vasion of France, and the Administration’s plans for Chinese 
aid. 

Silvermaster she called a Communist, and leader of one of 
the two important groups obtaining information from Gov- 
ernment officials, some of whom, she acknowledged, might 
have been sincere liberals who believed that hard-pressed 
Russia, as an ally, should receive information that was being 
kept from it. Miss Bentley considered Silvermaster an NKVD 
man. 

Remington, who is currently suing her for libel, she called 
her “most valuable” Government contact. He was subse- 
quently suspended by the Commerce Department. The Fed- 
eral Loyalty Review Board exonerated Remington and asked 
that he be reinstated. Lee was accused of being a Communist 
and of supplying her with “highly secret (OSS) information, 
such as negotiations in the Balkan group and that we were 
parachuting people into Hungary.” 

Abt’s New York apartment was used as a rendezvous for 
some of her fellow-conspirators, she asserted. His wife was 
described as an editor of the Communist magazine. “Soviet 
Russia Today.” 

Perlo, she said, headed the second large Washington docu- 
ment-stealing group and had described himself to her as a 
Communist who had ready access to aircraft production fig- 
ures, “. . . and he supplied me with them,” she added. 

Kramer, who had appeared before the Committee a year 
earlier, and who had refused to answer when we asked him if 
he had ever been a Communist, was known as “Krivitsky” in 
the Perlo group, in which he was active, according to Miss 
Bentley. 

Ullmann, she said, attended to the microfilming of secret 
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Government documents which found their way to Silver- 
masters Washington home. When he was too busy at the 
Pentagon, Mrs. Silvermaster attended to the photographic 
work, Miss Bentley declared. 

The protests of most of those named were quick and gener- 
ally indignant. 

“This is the most fantastic thing I ever heard of,” White told 
reporters. “I never heard of the woman before, I am shocked.” 

“I never met Miss Bentley nor knew of her existence,” Cur- 
rie said in a statement issued from his home in Scarsdale, N.Y. 
“To the best of my knowledge I have never known nor as- 
sociated in any way directly or indirectly with either a Com- 
munist or a Communist agent. ... My work never brought me 
in contact with military codes.” 

So there we were, with the largest type of hot potato in our 
hands. This had inadvertently run the President's special ses- 
sion of Congress off the front pages. Before 24 hours had 
passed the Committee was the target of a tremendous cam- 
paign of vilification. There were, indeed, some members who 
felt that we should have accepted the advice of the Justice 
Department and confined Miss Bentley's testimony to a closed 
hearing. Corroboration most certainly would be difficult to 
obtain. 

The subpoena I then served on Whittaker Chambers, for 
reasons which I shall explain, was a forlorn shot in the dark. 


[94] 


CHAPTER 10 


Whittaker Chambers 


WHITTAKER CHAMBERS is a quiet, studious, flabby, pipe-puff- 
ing man who tried sporadically for 10 years to tell his story of 
the Communist conspiracy against the United States to the 
proper authorities. 

Eventually, he gave up in disgust and probably would still 
be an obscure editor of Time magazine today if the House 
Un-American Activities Committee had not called him, more 
or less by chance. 

What the Committee eventually obtained from him, sen- 
sational as it was, perhaps is only a part of what he can tell. 
But that part unveiled enough to make it abundantly clear to 
all that a Red espionage network—which unquestionably still 
exists—funneled important U.S. diplomatic and military 
secrets to Russia a decade and more ago. 

I first became interested in Chambers without knowing his: 
name. In the spring of 1948, while inquiring into the record 
of Dr. Edward U. Condon, director of the National Bureau of 
Standards, I made an effort to establish the relationship be- 
tween Condon and Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, a former 
Government economist accused by Elizabeth Bentley of head- 
ing one of the Communist spy rings working in Washington. 

One day Ed Nellor, Washington correspondent of the N.Y. 
Sun, asked me what I knew about a senior editor of Time who: 
lived on a farm at Westminster, Md., and was to be questioned. 
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by a N.Y. Grand Jury. Nellor had inquired about him at the 
Justice Department, but had been asked to “lay off.” 

I was interested in that jury’s findings, for I knew it was 
hearing Silvermaster. I found that the farmer-editor’s name 
was Chambers, and, thinking he might supply some needed 
information, I dispatched two investigators to Time’ s New 
York office to question him. 

They returned empty-handed. Chambers did not know 
Silvermaster, nor did he know Condon. However, he told my 
men that he had been a Communist and once, years before, 
had served as a courier between an underground apparatus in 
Washington and the partys New York headquarters. He 
added that he had told all this to assistant Secretary of State 
A. A. Berle and later to the F.B.I. when he broke with Com- 
munism, but that nothing had come of his revelations. He did 
not wish to appear before the Committee, he said. 

I forgot him. 

But the startling testimony which Miss Bentley gave during 
her appearance before the Committee on July 31, 1948, and 
the denials of those named and the blasts the Committee 
received from liberals and left-wingers, made it imperative 
that we get some kind of corroborating witness on our stand. 
The Justice Department, I recalled moodily, had warned us 
that there were none. 

I remembered Chambers, and subpoenaed him. Miss Bent- 
ley’s story plainly was too hard to believe, I agreed. But if 
Chambers told us of his own work as a courier perhaps there 
would be links connecting his bygone activities with the later 
ones outlined by Miss Bentley. 

The subpoena on Chambers, once served, gave me addi- 
tional worry. I felt that Henry Luce would be indignant. His 
magazine had been critical of the Committee and especially of 
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Rep. Rankin. Calling one of his editors, I guessed, would pro- 
voke fresh rebukes. 

But on the appointed day, August 3, 1948, Chambers 
walked into my office accompanied by Frank McNaughton, of 
the Washington bureau of Time. McNaughton had been anti- 
committee for a long time, but it had not interfered with our 
friendship. 

Chambers shook hands solemnly when we were introduced, 
then I turned to McNaughton and said, “Okay, Frank, what's 
the pitch? Why can’t he testify?” 

“He’s ready,” McNaughton answered, to my surprise. “He 
has a statement he'd like you to read.” It was three pages of 
pure dynamite, composed in the man’s careful prose. This is 
what he had written and later read into the committee’s 
record: 

“Almost exactly nine years ago—that is, two days after Hit- 
ler and Stalin signed their pact—I went to Washington and 
reported to the authorities what I knew about the infiltration 
of the United States Government by Communists. For years 
international Communism, of which the United States Com- 
munist Party is an integral part, had been in a state of un- 
declared war with this Republic. With the Hitler-Stalin pact, 
that war reached a new stage. I regarded my action in going 
to the government as a simple act of war, like the shooting of 
an armed enemy in combat. 

“At that moment in history, I was one of the few men on this 
side of the battle who could perform this service. 

“I had joined the Communist Party in 1924. No one re- 
cruited me. I had become convinced that the society in which 
we live, western civilization, had reached a crisis, of which 
the First World War was the military expression, and that it 
was doomed to collapse or revert to barbarism. I did not un- 
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derstand the causes of the crisis or know what to do about it. 
But I felt that, as an intelligent man, I must do something. In 
the writings of Karl Marx I thought that I had found the ex- 
planation of the historical and economic causes. In the writ- 
ings of Lenin I thought I had found the answer to the ques- 
tion, what to do? 

“In 1937 I repudiated Marx’ doctrines and Lenin’s tactics. 
Experience and the record had convinced me that Commu- 
nism is a form of totalitarianism, that its triumph means 
slavery to men wherever they fall under its sway, and spir- 
itual night to the human mind and soul. I resolved to break 
with the Communist Party at whatever risk to my life or other 
tragedy to myself or my family. Yet, so strong is the hold 
which the insidious evil of Communism secures on its dis- 
ciples, that I could still say to someone at the time: ‘I know 
that I am leaving the winning side for the losing side, but it 
is better to die on the losing side than to live under Com- 
munism. 

“For a year I lived in hiding, sleeping by day and watching 
through the night with a gun or revolver within easy reach. 
That was what underground Communism could do to one 
man in the peaceful United States in the year 1938. 

“I had sound reason for supposing that the Communists 
might try to kill me. For a number of years I had myself served 
in the underground, chiefly in Washington, D.C. The heart of 
my report to the United States Government consisted of a 
description of the apparatus to which I was attached. It was 
an underground organization of the United States Communist 
Party developed, to the best of my knowledge, by Harold 
Ware, one of the sons of the Communist leader known as 
‘Mother Bloor.’ I knew it at its top level, a group of seven or 
so men, from among whom in later years certain members of 
Miss Bentley’s organization were apparently recruited. The 
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head of the underground group at the time I knew it was 
Nathan Witt, an attorney for the National Labor Relations 
Board. Later, John Abt became the leader. Lee Pressman was 
also a member of this group, as was Alger Hiss, who, as amem- 
ber of the State Department, later organized the conference at 
Dumbarton Oaks, San Francisco, and the United States side 
of the Yalta Conference. 

“The purpose of this group at that time was not primarily 
espionage. Its original purpose was the Communist infiltra- 
tion of the American Government. But espionage was cer- 
tainly one of its eventual objectives. Let no one be surprised 
at this statement. Disloyalty is a matter of principle with every 
member of the Communist Party. The Communist Party exists 
for the specific purpose of overthrowing the Government, at 
the opportune time, by any and all means; and each of its 
members, by the fact that he is a member, is dedicated to this 
purpose. 

“It is 10 years since I broke away from the Communist 
Party. During that decade I have sought to live an industrious 
and God-fearing life. At the same time I have fought Com- 
munism constantly by act and written word. I am proud to ap- 
pear before this Committee. The publicity inseparable from 
such testimony has darkened, and will no doubt continue to 
darken, my effort to integrate myself in the community of 
free men. But that is a small price to pay if my testimony helps 
to make Americans recognize at last that they are at grips with 
a secret, sinister, and enormously powerful force whose tire- 
less purpose is their enslavement. 

“At the same time, I should like, thus publicly, to call upon 
all ex-Communists who have not yet declared themselves, and 
all men within the Communist Party whose better instincts 
have not yet been corrupted and crushed by it, to aid in this 
struggle while there is still time to do so.” 
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The Committee heard Chambers briefly in closed session, 
but after 15 minutes of his story one of the members inter- 
rupted. | 

“Hell,” said the member, “why is this in executive session? 
This should be in the open.” 

We moved to the caucus room of the old House Office 
Building and began an unforgettable day. 

In this, his first of eight appearances before us, he confirmed 
elements of Elizabeth Bentley’s own sensational charges, des- 
pite the fact that the Justice Department had assured the 
Committee that no one could back up the Vassar graduate’s 
story. 

He, too, named Asst. Secretary of Treasury Harry Dexter 
White, Victor Perlo, John Abt and one or two others, and 
added details unknown or unspoken by Miss Bentley. 

In the process, he told the Committee and the world more 
about his own life and his association in Washington with 
what he called an “elite group, an outstanding group, which it 
was believed would rise to positions—as, indeed, some of them 
did: notably Mr. White and Mr. Hiss—in the Government, 
and their position in the Government would be of very much 
more service to the Communist Party... .” 

At first, Chambers made no accusations that the men were 
engaged in espionage. “These people were specifically not 
wanted to act as sources of information,” he pointed out to the 
Committee. But their “ultimate objective,” he added, was 
service to the Soviet Union. 

The path by which he reached them was devious. A year 
after he became a member of the Communist Party, Cham- 
bers was assigned to The Daily Worker. He ran it until 1929, 
though its nominal editor was Robert Minor. 

Chambers left the Party briefly in 1929 when, as he put it, 
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Stalin ruled out the “possibility of open argument between 
two groups of Communists.” Before that time, he asserted, 
there had been a “kind of democracy” within the Communist 
framework. 

But he returned in the early 1930's. By 1932 he was editor 
of the New Masses. During that same year he was ordered into 
the Communist underground by Max Bedacht, a member of 
the Central Committee of the Party. There was, of course, no 
appeal to Bedacht’s command. 

His first contact in the underground, he told the Committee, 
was a man he knew under the aliases of Mike, Don, and Arthur 
thereafter, although he had previously known him in the open 
party as either John Sherman or Robert Mitchell. 

Mitchell took him to Grant’s Tomb, his story continued, and 
beckoned him into a large waiting automobile, driven by a 
Russian Chambers knew as Herbert and as Carl. The Russian 
questioned him closely about his reasons for leaving the party 
in 1929, but was satisfied with Chambers’ answers. 

Two days later Mitchell introduced him to another Russian, 
whom Chambers thereafter knew as Ulrich and Walter, and 
Ulrich ordered him to serve as a liaison man between the un- 
derground apparatus and Bedacht, who was in the open party. 

His main job, however, was the preparation of microfilmed 
documents for shipment to Russia, and the receipt of the same 
from abroad. Microfilms going to Russia were concealed in the 
cardboard and cloth backs of 10-cent store mirrors and passed 
on to accomplices serving as stewards or seamen on the Ham- 
burg-American and North German Lloyd ships. 

When Hitler came into power in Germany, that transmis- 
sion belt was dissolved. An effort was made to revive it by 
using employees of the French Line and Lloyd-Triestin, but it 
failed. 
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In 1934 a superior known only as Herman ordered Cham- 
bers to meet him in Central Park at nine o'clock one night. It 
was raining. But Herman was more disturbing than the rain. 
In telling him that he would be reassigned to Washington he 
spoke of “the great career that lies before you,” which Cham- 
bers, a Communist, felt was strange talk coming from another 
Communist. The second point of alarm was that Herman ob- 
viously was a drinker, and liquor is absolutely forbidden in 
the Red underground. 

Herman was murdered shortly after that, by two NKVD 
men assigned to the job by Russian General Berzin, Chambers 
believes. 

But the Washington job for Chambers came through, on 
orders of aman named J. Peters, who was Bedacht’s successor. 
Chambers acted briefly as a courier between Washington and 
New York, but his job soon became more important. He was 
detailed to work closely with the “elite group” and receive 
information from them—for it was felt that it was time the 
group was used more aggressively, Chambers declared. 

I will deal at length with his activities with the group in 
subsequent articles, but for the benefit of the reader's greater 
knowledge of Chambers’ character it might be useful to relate 
the man’s actions and emotions just before and after he broke 
with Communism. 

Sometime in 1937, two years before the signing of the Hit- 
ler-Stalin pact, he became frightened and yearned for greater 
security for himself, his wife and their baby. He had been 
using a variety of aliases in his work with the spy ring in 
Washington, including the name Carl. But now he wanted a 
positive identity, to help avert the fate of the drunken 
Herman. 

So under the name of J. Vivian Chambers and with the aid, 
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he states, of George Silverman and Irving Kaplan, later named 
by Elizabeth Bentley as part of her wartime espionage ring, 
he secured a job with the blessings and apparently the con- 
trivance of the party. 

He went to work for a government research bureau 24 hours 
after being promised a position by Kaplan, to whom he had 
been sent by Silverman—“a spectacular instance of the ease 
with which a Communist could at all times slide other Com- 
munists into practically any government agency in which they 
had a foothold,” as Chambers put it. 

He worked for several months in the government bureau, 
collecting his Communist salary on the side, but early in 1988 
he quit both the job and the party. He gave the party no warn- 
ing, but just disappeared. 

He retired to the seclusion of his Maryland farm, slept 
mainly through the days and sat up at nights with a gun ready, 
determined. to fight for his life if necessary. He made no 
friends among neighboring farmers. Later that year, pinched 
for funds, he applied for a job at Time and got it, though he 
gave the personnel department an account of his past activi- 
ties. He was assigned to book- and movie-reviewing. 

Forty-eight hours after the signing of the Hitler-Stalin pact 
Chambers sought out anti-Communist writer Isaac Don 
Levine, now editor of Plain Talk. His purpose was two-fold: to 
inquire into the market for anti-Communist articles (he had 
approached Levine on that matter earlier) and to enlist 
Levine's aid in contacting the proper authorities in Washing- 
ton—to lay before them all he knew of the Communist con- 
spiracy and its workings within the government. 

Levine went to Washington in the hope of seeing President 
Roosevelt, but got only as far as the late Marvin McIntyre, 
one of the President’s executive secretaries. McIntyre heard 
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the Chambers story briefly and informed them that the Presi- 
dent was too busy to hear them. He suggested that Levine and 
Chambers see Asst. Secretary of State Berle. 

Berle invited Chambers to dinner near the end of August, 
1939. Nine years later, testifying before the Committee, Berle 
related the events of that evening as best he remembered 
them. 

He said that Chambers that night named Alger Hiss, Don- 
ald Hiss (now a partner in Secretary of State Dean Acheson’s 
law firm), Nathan Witt and Lee Pressman as a “group of sym- 
pathizers who might be of use (to the Communist Party) at 
some later date.” 

Chambers did not name them as Communists to him, Berle 
testified, but rather as lobbyists for Russia. But Berle was con- 
cerned enough to make inquiries. 

“I checked on the two Hiss boys,” he told the Committee. | 
“Specifically, I checked with Dean Acheson, and later I 
checked when Acheson became the Assistant Secretary of 
State and Alger Hiss became his executive assistant. ... Ache- 
son said that he had known the family and these two boys from 
childhood and he could vouch for them absolutely. 

“I further checked and found that Mr. Justice Frankfurter 
would give them an exactly similar endorsement. You had, 
therefore, a chain of endorsements by the men for whom they 
worked. Schematically, however, I believed that Chambers 
was telling the truth as he saw it, so I caused the Department 
to establish very close relations with the F.B.I.” 

Berle went on to say that he later (in 1944) urged a tougher 
policy with Russia “when our position was strongest” but that 
he and those who felt as he did were beaten in a State Depart- 


_ ment policy fight by “Mr. Acheson’s group, with Mr. Hiss as 


his principal assistant.” Hiss, he added, “did take what we 
would call today the pro-Russian point of view.” 
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Hiss’s pro-Russian point of view was not unusual at that 
time, however, Berle quickly pointed out. Many, including 
Army officers who wanted Russian aid in the war against 
Japan, shared it. He recalled, also, that Chambers made no 
mention of stolen documents at the time of their meeting. On 
the whole, he was concerned but perhaps not deeply. 

Chambers returned to New York after the meeting with 
Berle convinced that he would be called on immediately by 
F.B.I. men. “I was ready to go the whole way,” he told me 
later. But no one appeared for a considerable period. 

I once asked Chambers why he did not continue his anti- 
Communist crusade at that time and release the “pumpkin 
papers” he concealed so long. He replied that he did not want 
to “hurt people . . . destroy human beings” and risk his own 
neck, especially when it became apparent that nothing would 
come of his visit to Washington. 

The F.B.I. called on him twice after the murder of Gen. 
Walter Krivitsky, who had broken with the Party and, with 
Levine's aid, had written a number of articles for the Saturday 
Evening Post. But the government men were not interested 
- in what he had to say about the Washington spy ring. In fact, 
no one was until the House Committee drew from him, slowly 


but surely, a story which probably still could be embellished. 
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THe First telegram the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee received, after Whittaker Chambers had testified about 
a pre-war Communist spy ring in Washington, was sent by the 
most prominent man Chambers named as an accomplice. 

“My attention (it read) has been called by representatives 
of the press to statements made about me before your Com- 
mittee this morning by one Whittaker Chambers. 

“T do not know Mr. Chambers and insofar as I am aware 
have never laid eyes on him. There is no basis for the state- 
ments made about me to your Committee. 

“I would appreciate it if you would make this telegram a 
part of your Committee's record, and I would further appreci- 
ate the opportunity to appear before your Committee to make 
these statements formally and under oath. I shall be in Wash- 
ington on Thursday and hope that that will be a convenient 
time from the Committee’s point of view for me to appear.” 

It was from Alger Hiss, brilliant young president of the 
Carnegie Foundation for International Peace. 

We received it on the night of Tuesday, August 3, 1948. But 
inasmuch as Hiss could not appear until the fifth of the month, 
we heard Nathan Gregory Silvermaster in the interim. Sil- 
vermaster had been named by ex-Communist Elizabeth Bent- 
ley as a member of the Russian secret police, leader of one of 
the spy rings working in Washington during the war, but also 
a $9,000-a-year Government official. 

Silvermaster is a slight, middle-aged man with a shock of 
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blond hair and a toothbrush mustache. He was born in Odessa, 
Russia, came to this country in 1915, entered the Government 
in 1935 with the Resettlement Administration, moved to the 
Maritime Labor Board as chief economist, thence to the Labor 
Division of the Farm Security Administration as its director. 

In 1941 he was loaned briefly to the Board of Economic 
Warfare. In 1944, after his Labor Division at the Foreign 
Economic Administration folded, he moved on to the Office 
of Surplus Property, Consumer Goods Division, Treasury De- 
partment, then to the post of chief economist and director of 
the Department’s Market Research Division. Finally he 
wound up with RFC. En route he helped Assistant Secretary 
of Treasury Harry Dexter White draw up the Bretton Woods 
Agreement. 

His first statement on the witness stand was that Miss Bent- 
ley was a “neurotic liar.” He had been harassed constantly, he 
said, because he was a strong advocate of the rights of the 
underprivileged and of all New Deal principles. The Com- 
mittee hearings on espionage, he declared, were a “diabolical 
conspiracy” and “motivated by political considerations on 
the eve of a Presidential election.” 

When there was an opportunity to interrupt him I asked 
Silvermaster if he had ever belonged to the Communist Party. 

“T refuse to answer this question on the grounds that I have 
outlined in my statement . . . that any answer I may make to 
this question may tend to be self-incriminating.” 

He gave the same answer to my questions as to whether he 
knew Earl Browder, Jacob N. Golos, Gerhart Eisler, Miss 
Bentley, Alger Hiss and others. He made the same reply when 
I asked him if he had ever had any photographic equipment 
in the basement of his Washington home. 

Silvermaster’s first responsive answer was in reply to my 
question as to whether he knew Wiliam Ludwig Ullmann, the 
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former Air Force major named by Miss Bentley as chief pho- 
tographer of secret documents allegedly brought to Silver- 
master’s home for reproduction on microfilm. 

Silvermaster replied that Ullmann had lived with him since 
1937, but he refused to answer, on Constitutional grounds, 
when asked if Ullmann had ever been a Communist. 

Rep. Nixon (R., Calif.) asked Silvermaster to point out the 
discrepancies in Miss Bentley's testimony which provoked 
his calling her a neurotic liar. He refused. 

Rep. (now Sen.) Mundt (R., S.D.) made a man-to-man 
appeal to Silvermaster to answer at least the question pertain- 
ing to the photographic equipment. He would not. 

_ So I felt it was time to touch upon his record, not the one 
acquired by us but by other Government agencies. To begin 
with, I asked him if Military Intelligence had ever objected to 
his employment by the Board of Economic Warfare. 

“T think it was Naval Intelligence,” he contradicted. 

“You then went to Lauchlin Currie?” I asked, mentioning 
the F.D.R. aide accused by Miss Bentley as one who had sup- 
plied vital information to Russian agents. 

Silvermaster readily acknowledged that he had done so, and 
that he had also appealed to C. B. Baldwin, then his chief in 
the Farm Security Administration and later campaign mana- 
ger for Henry Wallace. His appeal, he said, went up to Under- 
secretary of War Robert Patterson. Paterson cleared him. 

He was cleared in face of such Civil Service Commission re- 
ports as the following: 

1,—“Silvermaster has been known and listed in the files of 
the Seattle Police Department, the Thirteenth Naval District, 
the San Francisco Police Department, the subversive unit of 
the American Legion at San Francisco, and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation as a member and leader of the Com- 
munist Party; 
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2.—“Numerous witnesses and the files of various subversive 
units allege that the applicant was closely associated with Sam 
Darcy and Harry Bridges, and alternated with Bridges in talk- 
ing to the waterfront strikers in San Francisco; 

3.—“The applicant denied that he was an agent of the 
OGPU or a member of the Communist Party. Former mem- 
bers of the Party state that when a Communist is asked as to 
his membership in the Party, he at that moment ceases to be a 
member until he answers in the negative. After he makes an- 
swer his membership is reinstated according to Communist 
doctrines.” 

4,—Civil Service investigators recommended in 1942 that 
Silvermaster be declared ineligible for the position of head 
economist, Board of Economic Warfare, “. . . for three years or 
for the duration of the emergency.” | 

5.—-The Commission’s final report, which was overruled, 
read, in part, “Cancel Mr. Silvermaster’s eligibilities on the 
senior social science analyst register, cancel any and all other 
pending applications or eligibilities he may have, and bar him 
for the duration of the national emergency.” 

6.—The Naval Intelligence report bluntly called him a Com- 
munist not to be trusted in his office. 

But for four years after these serious charges had been 
presented, and rejected, Silvermaster held important posts in 
the Government. 

When Silvermaster left the stand I called back Miss Bent- 
ley. 

“You came to Mr. Silvermaster’s home for the purpose of 
collecting information?” I asked. 

“That is correct.” 

“Which he had obtained from these people in the Govern- 
ment?” 

“That is correct, sir.” 
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“You also obtained from him certain Communist Party 
dues?” 

“That is correct.” 

“Could you give the Committee some details regarding the 
photographic equipment maintained in Mr. Silvermaster’s 
basement and whether or not Mr. Ullmann had anything to do 
with it?” 

“Yes,” she replied. “They had set up in the basement a 
home-made apparatus for photographic documents, for micro- 
filming documents . . . put together by Mr. Ullmann, who is 
quite clever as a mechanic. It had a rack on the top which the 
camera was stuck into and pointed down, and they had a rack 
in the bottom where the papers were put in.” 

“You actually saw them using this apparatus on Govern- 
ment documents, did you?” 

“Yes; I did.” 

Acting Chairman Mundt then asked me if I had any papers 
showing the references Silvermaster had presented when he 
obtained employment with the Government. 

“We have endeavored to secure his file from the Archives, 
but it is not there,” I had to answer. “It has disappeared.” I 
then added, “The Archivist advised Mr. Wheeler, the investi- 
gator who called there, that they were the custodians of all the 
files of the BEW and FEA, but that Mr. Silvermaster’s file was 
not there. The files of others in those bureaus were there, but 
not Mr. Silvermaster’s.” 

The Committee had gone as far as it could in the case of 
Silvermaster. It adjourned and prepared for one of the num- 
berless climaxes of its life: the interrogation of Alger Hiss. 


x t bd 
The first appearance of Hiss before the House Un-Amer- 


ican Activities Committee, on August 5, 1948, drew perhaps 
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the biggest turnout of reporters and spectators in the history 
of our inquiries. 

They sat restlessly through the extended remarks of Rep. 
Fred E. Busbey, a former member of the Committee who pro- 
duced correspondence with the Civil Service Commission con- 
cerning Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, who had been heard 
the previous day. 

As Busbey spoke on, I moved across the caucus room to 
Hiss, a boyish-looking man of considerable poise, and whis- 
pered: 

“We're calling you next, Mr. Hiss. If you have a statement 
prepared, I'd be happy to submit it to the Committee in ad- 
vance.” 

The youthful president of the Carnegie Foundation for In- 
ternational Peace, former law clerk for the great Oliver Wen- 
dell Holmes, State Department official, organizer at the birth 
of the United Nations, and adviser to President Roosevelt at 
Yalta, smiled amiably. He reached inside his neat coat but, 
instead of producing a statement, touched his heart. 

“What I have to say will come from here,” he replied. 

When he was sworn in, Hiss elaborated dramatically on. 
what is normally the routine “I do.” Hiss said, “So help me 
God. .. . So help me God.” 

Then, in his clear, perfect diction, he began: 

“I was born in Baltimore, Maryland, on November 11, 1904. 
I am here at my own request to deny unqualifiedly various: 
statements about me which were made before this Committee 
by one Whittaker Chambers the day before yesterday. I ap- 
preciate the Committee’s having promptly granted my re- 
quest. I welcome the opportunity to answer to the best of my 
ability any inquiries the members of this Committee may wish 
to ask me. 

“I am not and never have been a member of the Communist: 
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Party. I do not and never have adhered to the tenets of the 
Communist Party. I am not and never have been a member of 
any Communist-front organization. I have never followed the 
Communist Party line, directly or indirectly. To the best of my 
knowledge, none of my friends is a Communist. 

“As a State Department official, I have had contacts with 
representatives of foreign governments, some of whom have 
undoubtedly been members of the Communist Party, as, for 
example, representatives of the Soviet Government. My con- 
tacts with any foreign representative who could possibly have 
been a Communist have been strictly official. 

“To the best of my knowledge, I never heard of Whittaker 
Chambers until in 1947, when two representatives of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation asked me if I knew him and 
various other people, some of whom I knew and some of 
whom I did not know. I said I did not know Chambers. So far 
as I know, I have never laid eyes on him, and I should like to 
have the opportunity to do so.” His voice rose in cultured in- 
dignation as he spoke the last sentence. 

“I have known Henry H. Collins (Ed. Note: Named by 
Chambers as provider of the Washington apartment where 
the alleged conspirators reportedly met) since we were boys 
in camp together. I knew him again while he was at the 
Harvard Business School, while I was at the Harvard Law 
School, and I have seen him from time to time since I came to 
Washington in 1933. 

“Lee Pressman was in my class at the Harvard Law School 
and we were both on the Harvard Law Review at the same 
time. We were also both assistants to Judge Jerome Frank on 
the legal staff of the Agricultural Adjustment Administration. 
Since I left the Department of Agriculture I have seen him 
only occasionally and infrequently. I left the Department, ac- 
cording to my recollection, in 1935. 

[112] 


ALGER HISS 


“Witt and Abt (Ed. Note: Nathan Witt and John Abt, ac- 
cused by Chambers as leaders of an “elite” spy ring to which 
he also linked Hiss) were both members of the legal staff of 
the A.A.A. I knew them both in that capacity. I believe I met 
Witt in New York a year or so before I came to Washington. 
I came to Washington in 1933. We were both practicing law in 
New York at the time I think I met Witt. 

“Kramer (Ed. Note: Charles Kramer, also named by Cham- 
bers ) was in another office of the A.A.A., and I met him in that 
connection. 

“I have seen none of these last three men I have mentioned © 
except most infrequently since I left the Department of Agri- 
culture. 

“I don't believe I ever knew Victor Perlo (Ed. Note: Named 
by both Chambers and Elizabeth Bentley as leader of 
another alleged Communist spy ring in Washington. ) 

“Except as I have indicated, the statements made about 
me by Mr. Chambers are complete fabrications. I think my 
record in the Government service speaks for itself.” 

Hiss then traced his dignified background but became curi- 
ously reluctant when Rep. Nixon asked him who, in addition 
to Judge Frank, urged him to come to Washington to work. 

“Is it necessary?” Hiss asked. “There are so many witnesses 
who use names rather loosely before your Committee, and I 
would rather limit myself.” 

Nixon, perhaps a bit offended by Hiss’s answer, pressed him 
on the point, and finally Hiss said, “I am answering this only 
because you ask it—Justice Felix Frankfurter.” 

Continuing, he traced his progress through various Gov- 
ernment posts and his eventual appointment to the Carnegie 
Foundation, through the recommendation of John Foster 
Dulles, among others. 

Rep. Mundt briefly viewed Chamber's charges i 
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him and ended the resume by wondering, aloud, why the 
Time editor mentioned Hiss. 

“So do I, Mr. Chairman,” Hiss spoke up. “I have no possible 
understanding of what could have motivated him. . .. I wish 
I could have seen Mr. Chambers before he testified. . . . The 
name means absolutely nothing to me.” 

I showed him a picture of Chambers taken several days be- 
fore. Hiss shook his head. 

“I would much rather see the individual,” he said. “I have 
looked at all the pictures I was able to get hold of. If this is a 
picture of Mr. Chambers, he is not particularly unusual look- 
ing. He looks like a lot of people. I might even mistake him 
for the chairman of this Committee.” 

The caucus room roared with laughter. 

Mundt brushed this aside and said, “You realize that this 
man whose picture you have just looked at, under sworn testi- 
mony before this Committee, where all the laws of perjury 
apply, testified that he called at your home, conferred at great 
length, saw your wife pick up a telephone and call somebody 
who he said must have been a Communist, pleaded with you 
to divert yourself from Communist activities, and left you 
with tears in your eyes, saying ‘I simply can't make the sacri- 
fice.’ ” 

“I do know that he said that,” Hiss answered, easily. “I also 
know that I am testifying under those same laws to the direct 
contrary.” 

Hiss surprised the sympathetic crowd when he conceded, 
with aplomb, that in 1946 he had been directed by Secretary 
of State Byrnes to present himself at the F.B.I. for a loyalty 
test, growing out of a report from Capitol Hill that several 
members of Congress were going to name him as a Commu- 
nist. | 

“I immediately went to my own office,” he recalled, “put in 
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a call for Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, and found he was not in town. 
I was courteously received by his second in command.” 

Hiss revealed that the first question asked of him by his 
F.B.I. interrogator was whether he had a statement to make. 

“I said I was glad to make any statement upon any subject 
they suggested,” he told the Committee, “and they had no 
specific one initially. So I simply recited every organization I 
had been connected with, to see if that could possibly be of 
any significance to them. They asked me if I knew certain 
individuals. Among the names I remember was that of Lee 
Pressman. : 

“I told them how I had known him and the extent to which 
I had known him, as I have before this Committee. They did 
not mention the name Chambers, I am quite sure.” 

Under questioning by the Committee, Hiss then stoutly 
denied Chambers’ charge that Mrs. Hiss was a Communist, 
denied that Chambers had ever come to his home to ask him 
to retire from Communism, denied that his brother Donald 
was a Communist. 

He did not recall ever having met any of the accused at 
Collins's apartment, but he said he knew Lauchlin Currie 
“very well, and have a high ragard for him.” He also said he 
knew Harry Dexter White. 

Speaking of his role in the diplomatic operations leading up 
to Yalta and the formation of the United Nations, Hiss said 
he lent his influence to the inclusion, in the draft of the U.N. 
Charter, of the veto provision. 

“That was practically the unamimous position of the Amer- 
ican Government, I might add,” he amplified. 

The tone of the Committee was semi-apologetic as the first 
hearing of Hiss neared its close. Mundt expressed the chair’s 
“appreciation for your very co-operative attitude, for your 
forthright statements, and for the fact that you were first 
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among those whose names were mentioned by various wit- 
nesses to communicate with us asking for an opportunity to 
deny the charges.” 

“And another thing,” spoke up John Rankin. “I want to con- 
gratulate the witness that he didn’t refuse to answer the ques- 
tions on the ground that it might incriminate him, and he 
didn’t bring a lawyer here to tell him what to say.” 

Hiss smiled cordially and said, “I think I have been treated 
with great consideration by this Committee.” 

There was applause outside as he left, smiling for the pho- 
tographers. The Committee filed silently out of the caucus 
room. A few reporters approached me as I followed. “Strip,” 
said one of my newspaper friends, “you fellows have really 
put your foot in it this time.” 

In executive session the members looked at one another for 
a time, and you could have cut the gloom with a knife. “We're 
ruined!” one declared. There must have been a wish on his 
part, and that of others, to drop the whole matter and apolo- 
gize to Hiss. But, as I pointed out, with the aid of Rep. Nixon, 
a prima facie perjury was somewhere involved. We had to 
carry on, if only for that reason. 

Nixon and I felt vaguely dissatisfied with some of Hiss’s 
answers, though it was difficult to place our fingers on the 
exact points. And we both felt that Chambers had mainly 
produced information only in answer to direct questions, and 
that he might have more to say. 

Finally, a subcommittee was formed and empowered to 
go to New York to confront Chambers, in secret session, with 
the categorical denials of the distinguished man he had ac- 
cused, 

But our espionage inquiry plainly was tottering. President 
Truman took the occasion to call the hearing a “red herring” 
—his first use of the term—and added that the Communist 
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document-stealing ring existed only in the mind of Acting 
Chairman Mundt. The publicity the Committee hearings had 
received had inadvertently taken the news play away from 
Mr. Truman’s special session of the 80th Congress. 

There was little optimism in our little subcommittee as we 
rode to New York on the night of August 6, 1948, to confront 
Chambers with the brunt of Hiss’s denials. 

We met the Time editor at 10:30 the next morning in the 
Federal Court House, Foley Square. At the start we were 
frankly skeptical of him, but he blandly ignored this and 
began adding a great store of detail to the astonishing story he 
had told earlier. 

Chambers added facts which only an extremely intimate 
friend of Hiss (or one who had hired dozens of private de- 
tectives to compile a report on Hiss) could have provided. 
This is what he testified under oath: 

Mrs. Hiss called her husband “Hilly.” He called her “Dilly” 
or “Pross.” Members of the Communist group called them 
“Hilly and Dilly” when they spoke of them. The Hisses lived 
in a series of frugally decorated homes, had a cocker spaniel 
which was occasionally boarded at a veterinarian’s on Wiscon- 
sin Avenue, employed a part-time cook and cleaning woman, 
vacationed on the Eastern Shore of Maryland, never drank 
at home, ate very simply. 

They were amateur ornithologists, and once returned to 
their home, where Chambers said he spent considerable time, 
and reported excitedly that they had seen a prothonotary 
warbler during a walk near Glen Echo. Hiss owned a battered 
Ford roadster, with manual windshield wipers. 

At the time he knew them, Chambers went on, the Hisses 
were raising the son of Mrs. Hiss by her former husband, 
Thayer Hobson, New York publisher. The boy, Timothy, was 
nicknamed Timmie. Hobson was paying for his education, but 
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Hiss, said Chambers, took the boy out of an expensive school, 
placed him in a reasonable one, and contributed the saved 
money to the Communist Party. 

Hiss insisted on giving the battered Ford to the Party, for 
use by “some poor organizer in the West or somewhere,” and 
Chambers further related that he and his own boss, J. Peters, 
reluctantly agreed to this—for it was against Communist un- 
derground rules to do anything with a car except trade it in. 
Hiss delivered the car to a car lot owner, of Communist ten- 
dencies, in Washington. 

Hiss walked with a slight mince, said Chambers, had cordial 
but not very intimate relations with his mother and sister, 
played tennis. Mrs. Hiss was the former Priscilla Fansler, from 
Great Valley, near Paoli, Pa. She was from Quaker stock, and 
once showed Chambers the road down which her family’s 
farm lay, when the Hisses and Chambers were driving in that 
area. 

Donald Hiss, Chambers continued in his calmly detached 
way, was not as bright or as sensitive as his brother, “who is a 
man of great simplicity and a great gentleness and sweetness 
of character.” Donald impressed Chambers, the latter testi- 
fied, as a social climber whose efforts in that direction were 
approved by the Communist Party. Donald became fairly 
friendly with James Roosevelt, Chambers continued. 

Donald Hiss “submitted to discipline” in accepting a job as 
legal adviser to the Philippine Section of the State Depart- 
ment, though he preferred another Government post which 
would have brought him in contact with Harry Bridges, 
Chambers went on impassively. 

The editor related that the Alger Hisses moved from 28th 
street, N.W. in Washington, to Georgetown, then to another 
Georgetown home nearby, where their dining room was in 
the basement, then to an address near Wisconsin Avenue. 
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They slept in a double bed. Their library was “nondescript.” 
They did not own a piano. They did own, among other things, 
he said, a red leather cigaret box with gold tooling. 

Hiss wore glasses only for reading, Chambers went on. He 
was slightly deaf in one ear. As a boy in Baltimore, according 
to Chambers, Hiss used to pull his small wagon to Druid Hill 
Park, fill up with bottles of spring water, bring them back and 
sell them. As a “dedicated and disciplined Communist” he was 
forbidden to go to church. 

At the end of the man’s incredibly detailed account, Cham- 
bers was asked by Rep. Nixon if he would submit to a lie 
detector test. 

“Yes,” he said, calmly, “if necessary.” 

“You have that much confidence?” Nixon asked him. 

Chambers looked at him oddly. “I am telling the truth,” he 
said, quietly. 

Dazzled by detail, we returned to a Washington that was 
calling for the Committee’s scalp. I made a quick list of every 
statement Chambers had made and detailed a quiet, middle- 
aged woman on our research staff to check on each item. She 
worked diligently, combing the records of Timmie’s schools, 
employment agencies, the veterinarian concerned, car regis- 
trations, real estate offices and the like. 

Everything jibed except in minute instances. 

While she worked, and Presidential and other abuse rang 
in the Committee’s ears, a number of others who had been 
named Hiss showed what, for some, was their first interest in 
being heard by the Committee. 

We did not call Hiss again until August 16. But between 
August 9 and August 13 the witness chair was seldom cool. 

We heard twice from Alexander Koral, an accused Com- 
munist courier who declined to answer most of the questions 
directed at him; Victor Perlo; Gilda de Frank Burke, Nathan 
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Gregory Silvermaster’s former secretary who testified that 
Silvermaster had frequently called most of those accused 
Government officials he refused to identify while on the stand; 
and twice from Duncan C. Lee, the former OSS counsel, who 
denied all charges and called Elizabeth Bentley a leftish 
“nuisance” his wife and himself had tried to ditch. 

We heard also from former Major William Ludwig Ull- 
mann, who gave us the now familiar “I refuse to answer that 
question on the ground that it would incriminate me”; Robert 
T. Miller, a writer and former Government employee, who 
denied he had supplied Miss Bentley with state secrets, and 
Henry H. Collins, who declined to answer any questions about 
who had come to his Washington apartment or whether or 
not he was a Communist. 

In addition we heard from Charles Kramer, who also de- 
clined to answer most of the questions; George Silverman, 
former assistant to General Bennett Meyers, who also stood 
on his Constitutional privilege of refusing to answer key ques- 
tions; Donald Hiss, whose replies and denials were nearly as 
clear-cut as those of his older brother and who strongly de- 
manded that he or Chambers be jailed for perjury; several 
others, and key witnesses Lauchlin Currie, former aide to 
F.D.R., and former Assistant Secretary of Treasury Harry 
Dexter White. 

Currie, who had left the Government to head an export- 
import firm, conceded that he knew most of those mentioned 
in the case up to that point, but only socially. He ducked no 
questions, denied all charges, and was commended by Rep. 
Mundt “on his attitude before the Committee, which is cer- 
tainly refreshing following the series of witnesses to whom we 
have been compelled to listen over the past week.” 

White, like Currie, stated that he had been in Silvermaster’s 
basement but had not noticed any photographic equipment, 
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though he knew that Ullmann, who lived there, as an excellent 
photographer. We showed him a real estate advertisement 
which had appeared just at this time in a Washington paper, 
offering the same house for sale and extolling its “excellent 
photographic room” in the basement, but that did not refresh 
his memory. 

The former “Little Cabinet” officer said, with a smile, that it 
was “disconcerting” to be linked with the names that had pre- 
viously been read into the record. He knew many of those 
concerned, he conceded, but only socially, and never sus- 
pected any of subversive activities. He interceded in Silver- 
master’s behalf, when the latter was facing suspension or dis- 
qualification as a Communist, “Because I will do a lot for my 
friends, good friends, and that was the least any decent human 
being could do for a man who we thought was innocent.” 

White testified that he did not know Chambers, and thus, 
as Chambers had stated, could not have been “in a very 
agitated frame of mind” when Chambers allegedly asked him 
to break with the Communist movement. 

Chairman J. Parnell Thomas thanked White for appearing. 
Earlier in the hearing he had read aloud a note which White 
had sent to the chair: 

“I am recovering from a severe heart attack. I would 
appreciate it if the chairman would give me 5 or 
10 minutes rest after each hour.” 

In relation to this, White explained that he had overtaxed 
his heart during his days as a tennis player and baseball 
player. 

Thomas's prompt, “Yes, sir!” was applauded by the crowded 
caucus room. 

But that was about the only applause forthcoming. 

“A red herring of the strongest type of smell,” the President 
commented that day. 
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Then we called back Alger Hiss, this time in closed session. 
We found a somewhat different Hiss. 

He was perturbed over a premature revelation to the news- 
papers, by a member of the Committee, that we had ques- 
tioned Chambers in secrecy the previous week and Chambers 
had told us enough to convince us he knew Hiss intimately. 
Hiss now obliquely accused the Committee of questioning 
him solely for the purpose of obtaining information which we 
would then pass on privately to Chambers for the latter’s use 
on the public witness stand. 

Rep. Nixon resented the inference. “What we are trying to 
do,” he said, “is test the credibility of Mr. Chambers, and you 
are the man who can do it.” 

“Either you or Mr. Chambers is lying,” Rep. Hebert put in. 
“And whichever one of you is lying is the greatest actor that 
America has ever produced.” 

Hiss shrugged and said he would answer the Committee’s 
questions, “. . . if you insist.” 

I showed him another picture of Chambers. He asserted 
again that he did not know his accuser. But then he said some- 
thing which threw a new light on the entire case. 

“I have written a name on this pad in front of me of a person 
whom I knew in 1933 and 1934 who not only spent some time 
in my house but sublet my apartment,” Hiss said, unex- 
pectedly. 

“I do not recognize the photographs as possibly being this 
man. If I hadn't seen the morning papers with an account of 
statements that he knew the inside of my house, I don’t think 
I would even have thought of this name. 

“I want to see Chambers face to face and see if he can be 
this individual.” | 

Hiss did not wish to reveal the name he had jotted down. 

“I do not want, and I don't think I ought to be asked, to . 
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testify now as to that man’s name and everything I can re- 
member about him. . . . He was not named Carl and not 
Whittaker Chambers.” 

“Let's not ramble,” Chairman Thomas said, impatient with 
both the variety of questions being asked Hiss and Hiss’s 
change of attitude. But there was considerable rambling 
thereafter, our eventually published record of the hearing 
showed. 

However, Hiss did finally tell the Committee the name, 
after a long discussion as to whether Mrs. Hiss would be avail- 
able for questioning. 

“The name of the man I brought in—and he may have no 
relation to this whole nightmare—is a man named George 
Crosley,” he said. “I met him when I was working for the 
Nye Committee. He was a writer. He hoped to sell articles to 
magazines about the munitions industry. 

“After we (the Hisses) had taken the house on P street 
and had the apartment on our hands, he one day in the course 
of casual conversation said he was going to specialize all sum- 
mer in getting his articles done, didn’t know what he was go- 
ing to do (about living quarters), and was thinking of bring- 
ing his family to Washington. 

“T said “You can have my apartment.’ He said he had a wife 
and little baby. The apartment wasn’t very expensive, and I 
think I let him have it at exact cost. My recollection is that he 
spent several nights in my house because his furniture van 
was delayed.” 

The Committee questioned him closely about the physical 
appearance of Crosley, and finally got to the man’s teeth. 

“Very bad teeth,” Hiss remembered. “That is one of the 
things I particularly want to see Chambers about. This man 
had very bad teeth, did not take care of his teeth.” 

Hiss then related that he had sold Crosley an automobile, 
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and then amended that to state that he had thrown the car 
in with the rent. I asked him if the car’s windshield wipers 
operated by hand and he said that they did—one of the many 
statements of that afternoon which checked graphically with 
what Chambers had earlier told us. 

Checking point by point on Chambers’ veracity, we asked 
Hiss about his own nickname (“Hilly”), his wife's (“Prossy” ), 
his ownership of a cocker spaniel, (“yes”) and dozens of other 
points which Chambers had raised—and which Hiss then had 
no knowledge had been raised. 

Unknowingly, Hiss confirmed Chambers’ assertion that he 
sometimes vacationed on the Eastern Shore of Maryland, had 
moved his stepson from one school to another, played tennis, 
was an amateur ornithologist who had once seen a prothono- 
tary warbler, and, as a boy in Baltimore, sold spring water he 
had bottled in Druid Hill Park. 

Crosley was a deadbeat, Hiss recalled, and about the only 
payment he ever got out of him was a gift. “He brought a rug 
over which he said some wealthy patron gave him. I've still 
got the damned thing,” he said with a smile. 

Near the end of the long interrogation, Nixon said, “Now, 
frankly, the Committee has a difficult problem here, and I 
wonder if under the circumstances, and for the assistance of 
the Committee in this matter, you would be willing to take a 
lie-detector test on this?” 

Hiss shook his head. “When I was practicing law actively,” 
he said, “we had very little confidence in the so-called lie 
detector tests. People I have consulted—knowledgeable 
people—say there is no such thing; that it is an emotion record- 
ing test; that it is not scientific, and that nobody scien- 
tifically competent, including the F.B.I, regards it as a 
scientific test. 
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“, . . It shows emotion, not truth, and I am perfectly willing 
and prepared to say that I am not lacking in emotion about 
this business.” 

Nixon told him the Committee was ready to provide the 
country’s outstanding authority on such tests, Leonarde 
Keeler. Hiss considered this for a time and said he would let 
the Committee know his definite answer at a later date. 

I moved the questioning on to a different channel and asked 
him, again, if he had ever suspected his acknowledged associ- 
ates of being Communists. I said: 

“I happen to know pretty conclusively that not only is 
Henry Collins a Communist but he has been a Communist for 
many years. In fact, when he used to work in the A.A.A. he 
was notorious, notorious for sitting around talking about 
Communism.” ae 

“I don’t think I ever worked in the A.A.A.,” Hiss answered. 

“You claim you know Lee Pressman,” I went on. “Lee Press- 
man has been accused of being an outright card-holding mem- 
ber of the Communist Party in the public press time and time 
again, and refuses to deny it. The same is true of John Abt. 
You know John Abt.” 

“Yes,” Hiss replied. 

“And yet you would give us the belief that none of these 
people is a Communist,” I continued. “You are an intelligent 
person and not naive enough that you wouldn't know a Com- 
munist if you saw one. Furthermore, I read a lot of Govern- 
ment files from time to time—and I don’t say this disparag- 
ingly—but I have seen your name for years in Government 
files as a person suspected of Communist activity.” 

Hiss just looked at me. 

“There has to be some basis for all this,” I said. “Why would 
Charles Kramer refuse to say whether he knew you, on the 
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ground of self-incrimination? Why would Henry Collins an- 
swer that way? Why would all these people say that?” 

“Are you finished?” Hiss asked. 

I said I was. 

“Do you think those are relevant questions to this inquiry?” 
he inquired. 

“What I'm trying to determine,” I answered, “is why a man 
(Chambers) would come in before a Committee of Con- 
gress, under the penalties of perjury, and just out of the blue 
make up a story and have that story check in almost every 
minute detail—and then have people come in we know are 
Communists and then ask them if they know you, and they 
refuse to answer. 

“From your testimony and your appearance, I finished, “I 
would certainly be given the impression that you were far 
removed from Communism, knew no one who could even be 
suspected of being a Communist, just never heard of the 
word. ... We are just trying to get the facts.” 

“Mr. Stripling,” Hiss replied, “That had about 15 questions 
in it.” If so, he ignored most of them, as the record will show, 
and finished, “I can say that I have never had the slightest 
indication from my superiors that they gave any credence to 
what you appear to be giving credence to.” 

Plainly, there was now nothing left to do except bring Hiss 
and Chambers face to face. 

Their diametrically opposed testimony provided, we felt, 
the best possible background for a sudden and more or less 
unexpected confrontation. 

Hiss and Congressman McDowell, a member of the Com- 
mittee, had had some previous relationship, the result of Hiss’s 
appeal to Congress on another matter. McDowell's brother-in- 
law, further, was a vice president of the Carnegie Steel 
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Corporation. So it was McDowell who wired the youthful 
former State Department man and asked him to meet him at 
the Commodore Hotel on the evening of August 17, 1948, the 
day after Hiss had introduced the character “George Crosley” 
into the difficult case. Hiss at first pleaded a prior engagement, 
but finally agreed to appear, “. . . if you insist.” Chambers was 
easier to obtain. 

Hiss arrived a bit perturbed, accompanied by a friend from 
the parent company of Carnegie, Charles Dollard. He was up- 
set for two reasons, he said. He had to contact a friend at the 
Harvard Club, with whom he had a 6 p.m. appointment, and 
he had just learned of the sudden death by heart attack of 
his friend Harry Dexter White, former Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury, whom we had questioned four days earlier on 
the charges of Chambers and Elizabeth Bentley that he had 
been a part of the stated Red conspiracy. 

“I would like the record to show,” Hiss said, after being 
placed under oath, “that on my way downtown I learned from 
the press of the death of Harry White, which came as a great 
shock to me. I am not sure that I feel in the best possible mood 
for testimony.” 

Rep. Nixon (R., Calif. ), who had pressed the inquiry when 
others on the Committee were in a mood to abandon it, had 
just told Hiss that Chambers would soon arrive. 

“It is quite apparent at this state in the testimony,” Nixon 
had told Hiss, “that the case is dependent upon the question 
of identity. We have attempted to establish the identity 
through photographs of Mr. Chambers and that has been in- 
adequate for that purpose. 

“Today, we thought that since you had in your testimony 
raised the possibility of a third party (Crosley) who might be 
involved in the case in some way, and had described him at 
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some length to the Committee, that it would be well to de- 
termine whether the third party is different from the two 
parties or the same one. So we have asked Mr. Chambers to be 
in New York at the same time so that you can have the op- 
portunity to see him and make up your own mind on that 
point.” 

Hiss made no direct reply to this but, instead, took the Com- 
mittee to task for a “leak” in his secret testimony of the day 
before. There had been, indeed, a “leak.” Carl Levin of the 
Herald Tribune had had a story about the session. Acting 
Chairman McDowell, indignant, promised Hiss that if the 
guilty person was found—presumably an employee of the 
Committee—he would be dismissed. 

Hiss took a seat in an easy chair with his back to the front 
door of the suite. Louis J. Russell, one of our top investigators, 
went out through the bedroom of the small suite and brought 
Chambers in through the front door. 

Looking right past Hiss, I greeted Chambers. Hiss did not 
turn around, did not change his expression. I suppose I ex- 
pected him to leap up, wheel around, and demand why this 
man—whom he had testified he did not know—had made these 
astounding charges against him. 

Chambers walked around Hiss and took a seat on the divan 
near Hiss and somewhat in front of him. 

“Will you please stand?” Nixon asked Chambers. “And will 
you please stand, Mr. Hiss?” They rose and looked at each 
other silently, the central figures in a case unparalleled in our 
history. 

“May I ask him to speak?” Hiss said, ignoring Chambers. 

“My name is Whittaker Chambers,” Chambers said in his 
low voice. Hiss cocked his head, inquisitively, and walked 
over to Chambers. He is the taller. 

“Would you mind opening your mouth wider?” he asked. 
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“My name is Whittaker Chambers,” the man repeated. It 
seemed like something out of a dream. 

“I said, would you open your mouth?” Hiss repeated. 

Chambers opened his mouth to say, “I am senior editor of 
Time Magazine.” 

Hiss puzzled for a moment, then he turned to Nixon. “May I 
ask whether his voice, when he testified before, was compar- 
able to this?” he asked in his distinguished manner. 

“About the same,” Nixon replied. 

Hiss wanted him to speak some more, but before Chambers 
had a chance he said, “I think he is George Crosley, but I 
would like to hear him talk a little longer. . . . Are you George 
Crosley?” 

“Not to my knowledge,” Chambers answered. “You are 
Alger Hiss, I believe.” 

“I certainly am!” Hiss said, with a touch of vehemence. 

Chambers looked at him for a time. “That was my recollec- 
tion,” he said. Then he reached down and picked up, of all 
things, a copy of Newsweek Magazine. As he did, Nixon said: 

“Just a moment. Since some repartee goes on between these 
two people, I think Mr. Chambers should be sworn.” 

“That is a good idea,” Hiss said. 

McDowell swore in Chambers and Nixon, annoyed, spoke 
again. “Mr. Hiss, may I say something?” he asked. “I sug- 
gested that he be sworn, and when I say something like that 
I want no interruptions from you.” 

Hiss stared back at him coldly. “Mr. Nixon,” he said, “in 
view of what happened yesterday, I think there is no occasion 
for you to use that tone of voice in speaking to me, and I hope 
the record will show what I have just said.” 

“You were going to read,” I reminded Chambers. He did: 

“Tobin for Labor, he read, picking a story at random. 
‘Since June, Harry S. Truman had been peddling the Labor 
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secretaryship left vacant by Lewis B. Schwellenbach’s death 
in hope of gaining the maximum political advantage from the 
appointment. ” 

“May I interrupt?” Hiss asked. “The voice sounds a little 
less resonant than the voice that I recall of the man I knew as 
George Crosley. The teeth look to me as though either they 
have been improved upon or that there has been considerable 
dental work done since I knew George Crosley, which was 
some years ago.” He thought a bit and then added, “I believe 
I am not prepared, without further checking, to take an ab- 
solute oath that he must be George Crosley.” 

“Mr. Chambers,” asked Nixon, “have you had any dental 
work since 1934 of a substantial nature?” 

“Yes; I have,” Chambers answered, still looking at Hiss. “I 
have had some extractions and a plate.” He gave the name of 
the dentist, 2 Dr. Hitchcock of Westminster, Md. 

“That testimony of Mr. Chambers, if it can be believed,” 
said Hiss, “would tend to substantiate my feeling that he 
represented himself to me in 1934 or 1935 as George Crosley, 
a free lance writer of articles for magazines. I would like to 
find out from Dr. Hitchcock if what he has just said is true, 
because I am relying partly, one of my main recollections of 
Crosley was the poor condition of his teeth.” 

Nixon queried Hiss on the subletting of the Hiss apartment 
to Crosley and his wife and child, and on the exchange of the 
old Ford. He could not yet make up his mind whether Crosley 
‘and Chambers were one and the same. He asked permission 
to question the man. 

“Did you ever go under the name of George Crosley?” he 
asked Chambers. 

“Not to my knowledge,” Chambers said. 

“Did you ever spend any time with your wife and child in 
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an apartment on Twenty-ninth street in Washington when I 
was not there because I and my family were living on P 
street?” Hiss asked. 

“I most certainly did,” Chambers replied. 

Hiss said he was confused now. He could not understand 
how Chambers would deny that he was Crosley and yet admit 
he had spent time in the Hiss apartment. 

“Would you tell me how you reconcile your negative an- 
swers with your affirmative answer?” he inquired. 

Chambers looked at him steadily. “Very easily, Alger,” he 
said. “I was a Communist and you were a Communist.” Cham- 
bers turned to Nixon and continued, “I came to Washington 
as a Communist functionary. I was connected with the under- 
ground group of which Mr. Hiss was a member. Mr. Hiss and 
I became friends. To the best of my knowledge, Mr. Hiss him- 
self suggested that I go there (the apartment) and I acepte 
gratefully.” 

Hiss broke in. “Mr. Chairman, I don’t need to ask Mr. Whit- 
taker Chambers any more questions. I am now perfectly pre- 
pared to identify this man as George Crosley. . . . The ass 
under the lion’s skin is Crosley.” 

Hiss got up from his chair and stood over Chambers. 

“May I say for the record at this point that I would like to 
invite Mr. Whittaker Chambers to make those same state- 
ments out of the presence of this Committee, without their 
being privileged for suit for libel. I challenge you to do it, and 
I hope you will do it damned quickly.” 

Then in a white-faced burst of anger he tried to get at 
Chambers but was stopped by Russell, our investigator. 

“I am not going to touch him,” he said, wheeling on Russell. 
“You are touching me.” 

“I want no disturbance, Russell began. 
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“Sit down, please,” McDowell commanded. . . . “We will 
suspend testimony for a minute or two.” 

When order was restored I got the questioning back on the 
identification by Hiss of Chambers as a “George Crosley.” 

“You are fully aware,” I said to Hiss, “that the public was 
led to believe you had never seen, heard, or laid eyes upon 
an individual who is this individual, and now you do know 
him.” 

“Absolutely!” Hiss returned. 

“You are willing to waive the dentures?” I asked, perhaps 
sarcastically. | 

“I am,” he replied. 

“You never knew this man under the name of Carl?” Nixon 
asked, remembering the earlier testimony of Chambers. 

“I did not,” Hiss answered. 

“You never paid this man any money for Communist Party 
dues?” 

“I certainly did not!” Hiss answered with some heat. 

We renewed our questions about Hiss’s subletting his apart- 
ment to Chambers, or Crosley, with an old Ford thrown in, 
and when that petered out Rep. Nixon asked Chambers if he 
had anything else to say for the record. 

“I don’t think so,” he answered. 

“I wouldn't think so!” Hiss snapped. “I am not surprised.” 
_ At the end, Chairman J. Parnell Thomas, who had come in 
late, said to Hiss, “That is all. Thank you very much.” 

“I don't reciprocate,” Hiss said. 

“Italicize that in the record,” Thomas said to the steno- 
typist, and it was attended to in the report we eventually is- 
sued of the intense clash. 

In her executive session testimony of August 18, 1948, the 
day after the meeting of Hiss and Chambers, Mrs. Hiss backed 
up her husband’s denials and testified that Crosley, as she said 
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she knew Chambers, was a “sponger.” Beyond that she did not 
recall much about him. 

In executive session two days later, John Abt and Lee Press- 
man, accused of being Communists, accompanied by their at- 
torneys, refused to answer many of the questions directed at. 
them, on the grounds that their answers might incriminate. 
them. 

Louis Budenz came to the stand to call both Abt and Press- 
man Communists and to say of Hiss that he had “heard his 
name mentioned as a Communist.” Budenz, former Commu- 
nist and ex-managing editor of The Daily Worker, broke with 
the Party shortly after the war. 

But Martha Pope, a domestic who had worked for the. 
Hisses at the time Chambers claimed to have stay stayed with 
them, had no memory of the kind of guest Chambers de- 
scribed himself as being. We endeavored then to trace the 
path of the Ford (which Chambers said he never received 
from Hiss ) without too much success. It remains something of 
a mystery, deepened by the awful fact that the man who 
notarized the papers on the car's transfer either leaped or fell 
to a ghastly death from the top floor of the Justice Department 
in Washington. 

The car was transferred to a William Rosen who, when 
questioned, refused to answer most questions—including 
whether he had ever received the car—on the grounds that his 
answers might incriminate him. So did his wife. Rosen has 
since been convicted of contempt in a Federal Court and sen- 
tenced to six months. 

The public confrontation of Hiss and Chambers took place 
on August 25, 1948, in the caucus room of the Old House 
Office Building. Hiss was accompanied now by counsel, John 
F. Davis. 7 

Hiss was questioned at length about his leases with Cham- 
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bers, or Crosley, as he continued to call him. Restlessly, he 
mentioned a letter he had sent to the Committee the previous 
day, a copy of which he had distributed to the press. 

“The Chair would like to say that the chairman was not in 
the office when your letter arrived,” Rep. Thomas said, “But 
he did have an opportunity to read the letter in this mornine’s 
New York Herald Tribune.” 

“It was delivered to your office yesterday afternoon,” Hiss 
said. Then he went on, “The important issues, the important 
charges, are not questions of leases, but questions of whether 
I was a Communist. It seems to be topsy-turvy to be talking 
only about leases. In such a serious charge as this it seems to 
me we should be getting after the question of my record and 
what did people who worked closely and intimately with me 
think of me” 

The hostility grew by the second, while the newsreel 
cameras hummed. 

“Mr. Hiss, I would like to say again that the Committee 
appreciates your suggestions as to how to conduct this hear- 
ing,” Thomas replied sharply. 

Rep. Nixon had something to say about that, too: “The issue 
in this hearing today is whether or not Mr. Hiss or Mr. Cham- 
bers has committed perjury before this Committee, as well 
as whether Mr. Hiss is a Communist.” 

On that level the inquiry continued. 

The Committee brought out, through questioning, that no 
one else besides Hiss had come forward to identify a George 
Crosley. As for the car which Hiss had once owned, he could 
not be certain, after a time, whether he had sold, leased or 
given it to Crosley. There was a year’s discrepancy in the time 
of his stated transfer of the car, in earlier testimony, and the 
dates on the Washington Traffic Bureau documents we un- 
earthed. Shown a picture taken of Chambers ten years before, 
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holding the Chambers baby, Hiss said he could not identify it 
definitely, and asked that, inasmuch as two figures were 
shown in the picture, one be marked Exhibit A and the other 
Exhibit B. 

Rep. Mundt, after a long time, summed up the case as he 
saw it. Hiss called it a “so-called summation” and entered his 
letter of the day before into the record. It accused the Com- 
mittee of bias and listed a great number of prominent persons 
with whom he had worked. It asked further that the Com- 
mittee ask Chambers a number of questions, and it defied 
Chambers to repeat his charges beyond the pale of Congres- 
sional hearing immunity. 

Hiss demanded that the Committee ask Chambers if he had 
ever been in a mental institution, make inquiries about his 
life and place of residence, ask him whether he was an alco- 
holic and whether he had ever been convicted of a crime. 

When he took the stand immediately after that, Chambers 
answered negatively to the questions propounded in the name 
of Hiss. Nixon was curious about the Chambers story that he 
had spent time at Hiss’s home and had lived in the spare 
apartment which Hiss also had under lease, for nothing. 

“Why would Mr. Hiss let you go in there for nothing?” he 
asked. 

“Because Mr. Hiss and I were Communists,” Chambers 
answered, “and that was a comradely way of treating one 
another. There is nothing unusual in such a procedure among 
Communists. ... Mr. Hiss considered it a privilege to have a 
superior in the Communist organization in his home.” 

The Committee refused to make public Chambers’s present 
address after he said, soberly, “To me that seems tantamount 
to telling the Communist Party. However, I will tell my ad- 
dress and get rid of this question right away.” 
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The stocky editor later mentioned Hiss again as “. . . the 
closest friend I ever had in the Communist Party.” 

Nixon, as well as the rest of us, had continued to marvel at 
that. 

“Mr. Chambers,” he said, “can you search your memory 
now to see what motive you can have for accusing Mr. Hiss of 
being a Communist at the present time? Is there any grudge 
you have against Mr. Hiss over anything that he has done to 
you?” 

The suggestion of tears came into Chamber’s eyes when he 
answered. 

“I do not hate Mr. Hiss,” he said. “We were close friends, 
but we were caught in a tragedy of history. Mr. Hiss repre- 
sents the concealed enemy against which we are all fighting, 
and I am fighting. 

“I have testified against him with remorse and pity, but in 
a moment of history in which this nation now stands, so help 
me God, I could not do otherwise.” 

Rep. Hebert was still curious, after Chambers testified that 
he had gone under a number of names: Carl, by which he said 
Hiss knew him; J. Vivian Chambers, his baptismal name; J. 
Whittaker Chambers; David Whittaker Chambers, Cantwell 
and Dwyer—but never Crosley. Hebert asked: 

“Can you search your mind at this time and tell this Com- 
mittee what possible motives you could have in jeopardizing 
your position with Time (he had just testified that he made 
: $25,000 a year as one of the magazine's senior editors) by 
making the statements that you are making? You realize that 
if they are false, you are finished?” 

“It is not just my position on Time,” Chambers said. “What 
I am jeopardizing is my position in the community.” 

He went again into why he had become a Communist: his 
concern over the state of the world and his discovery that “At 
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that crossroads the evil thing, Communism, lies in waiting.” 
He spoke of its iron-clad discipline. “Every Comunist in the 
United States is a potential spy or saboteur and a permanent 
enemy of this system of government,” he concluded. 

Mundt asked him, at the end, if he felt that Communist 
operations in Washington were continuing. 

“It is unquestionable that Communists are still functioning 
in Government,” he answered, “and will continue to function 
until they are rooted out. It may be that during a period like 
this, when a number of investigative agencies are looking into 
the matter, they are resting on their oars for a while. 

“But they will remain in being.” 
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The Pumpkin Papers 


In THE closing days of the Hiss-Chambers hearing the House 
Committee heard from one Alexander Stevens, as he called 
himself; A. A. Berle.and several lesser persons in the case. 

Stevens, so-called, was identified on the stand as J. Peters 
by Chambers, and called the top man of the Communist con- 
spiracy which Chambers and Elizabeth Bentley had testified 
had flourished in Government circles. 

He refused to answer all pertinent questions on the grounds 
that he might incriminate himself. He refused to identify the 
signature “J. Peters” on a letter I produced, ordering one Com- 
rade Andrew Smith transferred to the Soviet Union. 

Under the approving eye of his counsel, the inevitable Carol 
King, who had represented Gerhart Eisler and other top sus- 
pected Communists, the man sang the familiar “self-incrimi- 
nation” theme song again and again. Berle told of his inquiries 
into the records of Alger and Donald Hiss of years before, the 
fruitlessness of those inquiries, and Alger’s pro-Russian senti- 
ments expressed in State Department meetings. 

On August 28, 1948, lacking documentary evidence that 
secret Government information had been stolen, and having 
heard from or testimony concerning 40 persons, the Commit- 
tee issued an interim report. I quote portions of it: 

“It should be noted that the stark fact that Alger Hiss and 
Whittaker Chambers, a self-confessed paid Communist func- 
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tionary and espionage agent, were acquainted with each 
other, and did have numerous transactions and associations 
together, is of far greater significance than whether Chambers 
was known to Hiss by the name of “Carl or of “George Crosley.’ 
This fact has been established without challenge, although 
through the years it had been established by no other investi- 
ation. | 
“The refusal of Nathan Witt, John Abt, Henry Collins, Lee 
Pressman and Victor Perlo to answer any questions concern- 
ing their activities as members of this group on the ground. 
of self-incrimination, and to answer as to whether or not they 
were members of the Communist Party during that period, is 
in itself strong corroborative evidence for Chambers’s story. 

“The confrontation of the two men (Hiss and Chambers) 
and the attendant testimony from both witnesses has defi- 
nitely shifted the burden of proof from Chambers to Hiss, in 
the opinion of this Committee. Up to now, the verifiable por- 
tions of Chambers’s testimony have stood up strong; the 
verifiable portions of Hiss’s testimony have been badly shaken 
and are primarily refuted by the testimony of Hiss versus Hiss, 
as the complete text of the printed hearings will reveal.” 

The Committee report called Hiss’s testimony, in part, 
“vague and evasive.” It called on Attorney General Tom Clark 
to forward to Congress at the earliest possible date recom- 
mendations for strengthening the espionage laws “so that they 
will be adequate to deal with the Communist conspiracy.” 

We asked Mr. Clark to call the New York Special Grand 
Jury back into session to consider the testimony we had de- 
veloped. “The public has the clear right to have this proceed- 
ing concluded by indictments where indicated, by a no true 
. bill where warranted, and by a full report by the Attorney 
General on his disposition of the case,” the report read. We 

[139] 


THE RED PLOT AGAINST AMERICA 


asked that other steps be taken to control Communism, and 
we promised further exploration of the case. 

But momentous events were in the making. 

Shortly after Chambers’s last appearance on our witness 
stand he, in response to Hiss’s challenge, appeared on a radio 
program and accused Hiss of most of the things he had said 
under Congressional hearing immunity. 

In view of the indignation in Hiss’s voice, at the time he 
challenged Chambers to repeat his charges in public, I ex- 
pected Hiss to file a libel or slander suit the following day. It 
took him a month. 

In the meanwhile, the Committee was dealt a series of 
blows. Chairman J. Parnell Thomas was indicted on a “kick- 
back” charge after a hearing that came to a boil in record time 
—compared to the leisurely indifference the Justice Depart- 
ment has shown in prosecuting many of those subversives 
whose names and records we have delivered. Reps. Mc- 
Dowell and Vail were defeated in the November elections. 
Rep. Mundt ran for and was elected to the Senate. The sweep- 
ing Democratic victory presaged an end to the Committee as 
I knew it. 

Then a Hiss attorney, during a pre-trial examination of Mrs. 
Chambers in Baltimore, in which district Hiss had lodged his 
slander suits against Chambers, made a historic blunder. 

What he said to Mrs. Chambers may never be known. 
Whatever was said outraged Chambers, a man normally slow 
to anger. As he said later to Rep. Nixon, a fellow Quaker: 

“You will understand this. When I testified before the 
Committee last August I wanted to expose the Communist 
conspiracy, but I did not want to destroy the humans in- 
volved. I sat for a whole day in meditation, as to what I should 
do. Finally I came to the conclusion that I could go just so 
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far, and achieve exposure without destroying the families of 
the people involved. 

“But after my testimony they spread stories that I was 
insane and that I was a pervert. 

“Then they called in my wife and were very rough with her. 
It made me angry. I know as a Quaker I must never act in 
anger. So I sat for another day, and I came to the conclusion 
that the only thing to do was to tell everything I knew, to 
spare no one. This thing must be stopped. Look what they’re 
doing in China and Eastern Europe. We've got to know what 
were confronted with in this country.” 

But no one knew of the man’s tremendous decision until 
November 17, 1948, when he was next called by Hiss’s attor- 
neys for a pre-trial examination. 

There had never been any suggestion that documentary 
evidence existed in the Hiss-Chambers case. But it is routine 
for lawyers to ask, and they did ask Chambers, if he had any 
documentary material to support his allegations. 

He reached in his pocket and drew out a sheaf of type- 
written documents. 

“Alger Hiss gave me these when we worked together in the 
Communist conspiracy,” he said. They were copies, he said, 
of secret State Department records. There were 65 of them. 

It. was a bombshell whose sound almost immediately 
reached the ears of Alexander Campbell, head of the Criminal 
Division of the Department of Justice. He rushed to Baltimore 
and took personal possession of the papers. He imposed 
secrecy on all concerned. 

But the Committee, which appeared to be going down the 
drain, knew nothing of this at the time. Two weeks later, 
however, a Chambers attorney named Nicholas Vazzana came 
into my office to ask permission to examine Hiss’s file and to 
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secure a copy of the testimony of the previous summer. He 
had visited us before, but now there was something different 
about him. 

He seemed unusually pleased with himself, and I asked 
him why. 

“Can't talk,” he said, “or I might be held in contempt of 
court.” 

Something prompted me to keep him around the premises. 
I suggested that we go up and say hello to Rep. Nixon. “You'll 
like him,” I said. I took him to see the young Californian and 
we chatted amiably for a time before I brought up the hint 
he had dropped. 

“I can’t discuss it with either of you,” Vazzana said. “But I 
suppose I can tell you it has something to do with the Hiss- 
Chambers libel suit, and it concerns documents.” 


I doubt if Nixon and I were able to maintain our poker 
faces when he mentioned “documents.” But he would go no | 


further. 

On December 11, 1948, an item in a Washington column 
made reference to “new and sensational” information in the 
Hiss-Chambers case. 

But on that very afternoon, a reporter who has a close tie- 
in with the Justice Department, and whose stories usually 
reflected unspoken Justice Department policy, wrote that the 


Department was ready to drop the whole Hiss-Chambers | 


case. The Committee’s demands for a perjury action did not 


hold water, the Justice Department “source” stated. He added 


that the Department saw no need of presenting the case to 
the New York Grand Jury. 

This, I must repeat, was after the Department had come 
into possession of the 65 documents. To double-check, we 
had newspaper friends of the Committee call the Justice 
Department to inquire whether there was a new development 
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The then Rep. Martin Dies, of Texas, in a fighting pose as he answered 
charges against the Un-American Activities Committee, which he headed. 
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EXPOSER OF REDS: J. B. Matthews: ex-fellow traveler (he originated the 
phrase ), testifying before the Committee, which he served as a researcher, 


SILVER SHIRT LEADER: William Dudley Pelley, American Fascist, on 
the stand at a hearing of the House Un-American Activities Committee. 
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Spy’s HANDIWORK: This application, made out by Samuel Liptzin, 
begot a passport used by Gerhart Eisler, German Communist, in 1934. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 


Facsimile of Mrs. Roosevelt’s letter to 
February 7, 1939 


Sumner Welles on behalf of Hanns Eisler. 


Below: Hanns Eisler identifying his sig- 
nature for Robert Stripling. At the bot- 
tom of the page: An old photo showing 
him leading a Moscow children’s choir. 


MEMORANDUM FOR HON, SUMNER WELLES: 
See Mrs. Roosevelt's note: 
"Dear Sumner - This Eisler case 


| seems a hard nut to crack. What 
do you suggest? 


Sincerely, 


E.R." 


ACCUSED SPY RINGLEADER: 
Above, Nathan Gregory Silver- 
master, former Government econ- 
omist, leaving the stand at a 
hearing of the House Commit- 


tee on Un-American Activities. 


“NEVER SAW Him”: Below, the 
late Harry Dexter White, former- 
ly Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, is asked by Robert E. 
Stripling to identify a newspaper 
picture of Whittaker Chambers, 
who had accused him of aiding a 
Soviet espionage network. White, 
who died shortly afterward, de- 
nied all of Chambers’ charges. 
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Lauren Bacall and Humphrey Bogart lead- ; 


ing march to movie inquiry in Washington 


Scenarist Dalton Trumbo, later convicted 
for contempt of House, shouts defiance. 


Screen writer John H. Lawson, also later 
convicted for contempt, being congratu- 


lated by his counsel, Bartley Crum. 


Joe Lash, then head of the so-called American Student Union, talks with 
Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt before testifying before the House Committee. 


Iwo “youth leaders” occupied the Lincoln bedroom in the White House 
when Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt was friendly to groups since labeled “pink. 
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Joe Cadden 
(right, hatless) shown with a group 
of demonstrators from the decep- 
tively named American Peace Mobil- 
ization in front of the White House. 


A BLAST HEARD 
In Moscow: First 
atom bomb test near 
Alamagordo, N. M. in 
July, 1945, when Lt. 
Gen. Leslie R. Groves 
was chief of the atom 
bomb project. Below, 
left, he is seen talking 
to the then committee 
chairman, former Rep. 


F Parnell Thomas. 
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Dr. Edward U.Condon being sworn in as director of the National Bureau of 
standards in November, 1945,by Henry Wallace,then Commerce secretary. 


The world’s most famous pumpkin patch, owned by Whittaker Chambers, 
Maryland farmer and former Communist spy. The hollowed out pumpkin 
on the ed, held the sO aS os the stolen suche Dis partment documents. 
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“FROM THE 
HEART”: When 
Alger Hiss made 
his first appear- 
ance before the 
House inquiry 
after Whittaker 
Chambers’s sen- 
sational charges, 
as Robert E. 
Stripling relates, 
he had no writ- 
ten statement, 
but said he would 
speak “from 
here,” touching 
his heart. His 
testimony was a 
ringing denial of 
all that Cham- 
bers declared. 


STRANGER 
THAN PTO- 
TION: Whit- 
taker Chambers, 
key figure in the 
spy story of the 
century, testify- 
ing before the 
House Commit- 
tee on Un-Amer- 
ican Activities. 


Adolf A. Berle, Jr., for- 
mer Assistant Secretary 
of State, testifying before 
the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities. 
Berle said Whittaker 
Chambers told him in 
1939 that Alger Hiss, 
along with certain other 
Government aides, was a 
Communist sympathizer. 
As a result he, Berle, re- 
questedanF.B.1.checkup. 


HEAD MAN: J. Peters, 
named by Whittaker 
Chambers as having 
been his boss in the Red 
underground, is sworn in 
by Rep. John McDowell 
at a special hearing in 
New York on espionage. 


Coy ComMuNIST: Mrs. Earl 
Browder, though held deport- 
able, managed through her | 
White House connections to go | 
to Canada and return on claim it 
was “for the good of the country.” | 


Elizabeth Bentley, confessed for- 
mer Communist agent, shown 
with Robert E. Stripling as she 
testified at a hearing on un- 
American activities. Her accusa- | 
tions of espionage against Wash- 
ington higher-ups shook Govern- | 
ment circles and set off an | 
astounding chain of revelations. 
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in the case which had concerned us for so long. They were 
told, uniformly, that the case was “dead.” 

All I had to go on was Vazzana’s hint and the item about 
“new and sensational” evidence in the Washington column. 
But I had an overpowering feeling that I must see Chambers 
again. Congressman Nixon had made all arrangements to take 
his wife to Panama on their first vacation in three years. They 
were packed. 

I found myself developing a slight frenzy to question Cham- 
bers further, and that frenzy proved contagious. Though he 
had precious little time before his ship sailed from New York, 
Nixon hopped in the car with me and we drove—faster than 


the law allowed—to Chambers’s Maryland farm. 


We found him sitting in his living room in his rough, work- 
soiled farmer's clothes. 

He introduced us to his placid wife and their two fine- 
looking children, and when they left he beckoned us into 
chairs. The old farmhouse smelled of another generation, as 
indeed it was. A stuffed raven stared at us from a wall. An 
old German Bible lay opened on a table. We talked of the 
recent election, in the way men talk when they are trying to 
avoid a topic. 

It was Chambers who brought us to the point. 

“I know why youre here,” he said, suddenly. He looked 
at me for a time and added, “You were right, Mr. Stripling. 
I was withholding information.” He could add no more at 


_ this time, he said, because his lawyers had warned him he 


might be held in contempt of court. 

“You don't have to go into details,” Nixon said. “Just 
answer this: did you drop a bombshell in Baltimore not long 
ago?” 

Chambers smiled slightly. “Yes, I did,” he reflected. “But 
the first one was nothing compared to the second.” 
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“Tm here for that second one,” Nixon said. Chambers shook 
his head, but not in an unfriendly manner. It was my subse- 
quent belief that he was relieved by the Committee's con- 
tinuing interest in the case, especially in view of the Justice 
Department's reported indifference to the papers he had 
turned over. That indifference was an ominous sign, so far as 
Alger Hiss’s slander suits against him were concerned. 

Chambers then told us quietly about his reasons for not 
revealing his documentary evidence before this: his desire 
not to “destroy humans,” and he added what had now 
prompted him to reveal the matter: the “rough” manner in 
which Hiss’s attorneys had questioned his wife and his 
charge that Communists had spread reports that he was in- 
sane and a pervert. 

That’s as far as he would go. But as we were leaving he 
said something that aroused my curiosity. 

“Do you know of any very good photographic technicians?” 
he asked me. 

“Sure,” I said, “we've got one on our staff.” 

“But the man I want must be very, very good.” 

“He’s good,” I repeated. 

Chambers thought a bit. “TI let you know,” he said, and 
bade us good-night. We drove back to Washington, convinced 
he was still holding something from us, and reported our 
activities to the F.B.I. 

Early the next morning, December 2, Nixon called me at 
home and asked me to meet him at his office at 7:30 a.m. He 
was leaving on the 8 o'clock train for New York, and his ship 
to Panama. Driving into the city I was caught in a bad traffic 
jam and by the time I reached the office Nixon had gone. But 
he had left a note for me. 

“It is highly important that you serve subpoena on Cham- 
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bers immediately, for everything he has,” the note read. I 
was making out the subpoena when Nixon called from the 
train. “Get what you can from him and sit tight,” he said. “TH 
be back the day after Christmas.” 

I called Chambers at the farm and asked him to stop by my 
office when he came to Washington that day. He had told us 
the night before that he was testifying at a State Department 
loyalty test on this day. 

He came in about noon and I handed him the paper. “Mr. 
Chambers,” I said, “this is a subpoena calling on you to de- 
liver to us all papers, documents and other matter you have 
concerning the people named.” On the paper I had listed the 
key principals who had been mentioned in our espionage 
hearings, mainly by Chambers and Elizabeth Bentley. 

Chambers looked at me oddly for a moment, then shrugged 
and exhaled some air. 

“All right,” he said. “TIl turn the information over to you. 
It’s at my home in Westminster.” 

Waiting for him to get through at the State Department 
that afternoon seemed like an eternity. But he reappeared at 
the office at 5:30. Investigators William A. Wheeler and Don- 
ald T. Appell, from our staff, drove him to Baltimore, where 
he had parked his car, and then he led them to his isolated 
farm. 

He stopped his car in the rough-cut driveway near an old 
red barn, and my men stopped behind him. But when he 
stepped out of his car, followed by the investigators, he did 
not walk toward the door of the old yellow farmhouse. In- 
stead, he cut across the unkempt yard to a pumpkin patch, 
barely visible to my men. It was 10 p.m. 

“I can’t see,” he muttered, and he left them there for a 
short time while he went to the nearby house and turned on 
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some more lights. Then he returned to the pumpkin patch 
and the slightly bewildered investigators. 

There were about 50 pumpkins growing in the patch and, 
to the investigators, some seemed to have been arranged in 
a V-shape, with the point of the V aimed at two or three more 
pumpkins growing close together. Chambers picked up one 
of these, as far as its vegetation would allow, looked it over 
and dropped it. 

Then he picked up the most famous pumpkin in history. 

He lifted its severed top by the stem, reached into its 
scooped-out interior and brought forth three small aluminum 
cylinders, each bound with black adhesive tape. 

“Here's what you want,” he said. 

“What is this, Dick Tracy?” one of our men asked. He 
reached into the pumpkin himself and brought out two addi- 
tional rolls, wrapped in oiled paper. 

“I don’t think this one is any good,” Chambers said, indi- 
cating one of the metal tubes which had been slightly 
crushed. “I think the film inside has been light-struck.” He 
sighed and put the pumpkin back on the ground. | 

“Is that all?” one of our men asked. 

“Yes,” he said, and walked slowly toward the house. 

Wheeler and Appell hopped in their car and started back 
for Washington. En route, they stopped at the first well- 
lighted place they found—a little roadside place named the 
American Cafe—and marked the stuff, as exhibits are marked. 

The next morning, December 3, they delivered it to me. It 
was microfilm, 35 millimeter size. Wheeler rushed out and 
returned with his enlarging device. We had no dark-room, 
so the three of us went to the nearest washroom, locked the 
door, made it as dark as possible, propped up the enlarger in 
a wash bowl and plugged it in. 
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The first thing that loomed up at me through the glass were 
these words: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL 


It was a reproduction of a message from the office of As- 
sistant Secretary of State Francis B. Sayre, dated during the 
period when Alger Hiss was his assistant. 

That was all I needed. 

We rushed the microfilms to trusted photographers for en- 
largement and printing, and I began the job of rounding up a 
Committee that had scattered, or been scattered, to the four 
winds. 

J. Parnell Thomas had been re-elected in spite of the 
charges brought against him, but his attorneys had recom- 
mended that he remain away from Committee activities. His 
doctors heartily agreed. McDowell and Vail had become 
lame ducks. Mundt had been elected to the Senate, and was 
in South Dakota. Rankin was a Democrat, and thus tradition- 
ally unacceptable as acting chairman of a Committee of a 
Congress still Republican. Nixon, who knew more about the 
case than the other members, was somewhere at sea, en route 
to Panama. Hebert was in New Orleans. 

I called Bill Arnold, Nixon’s secretary. “Tve got to get 
Nixon off that boat,” I told him. “I can’t tell you why, but it’s 
something big.” Then I radioed Nixon: 


“SECOND BOMBSHELL OBTAINED. CONTENTS 
AMAZING. CAN YOU GET OFF BOAT?” 


By the time the message reached him and his reply was 
received, and the Committee had arranged through Secretary 
Forrestal to have a Coast Guard seaplane pick Nixon up at 
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sea, the public had been informed of the “pumpkin papers.” 
Mundt had issued the statement from his South Dakota home. 

During the weekend that intervened before Mundt’s ar- 
rival in Washington to take charge of the Committee, Justice 
Department representatives asked and received permission 
to examine the microfilm in my office, and I showed the 
material to former Under Secretary of State Sumner Welles at 
his Oxon Hill, Md., estate. 

Welles was deeply impressed with what he read. 

“Two of these documents in particular would greatly jeop- 
ardize our security if released,” he said, as he read. Then, after 
a bit, he added, “If any agent of a foreign power saw these, he 
could have broken our code.” 

Nixon arrived back in Washington late that Sunday night 
and we worked over the microfilms until early Monday morn- 
ing. He was flabbergasted by the information they contained, 
as was I. We slept a few hours and then made ready to meet 
the biggest avalanche of reporters ever to descend on the 
Committee. 

The newsreel men asked for us first, and Nixon and I agreed. 
When they had finished shooting us, showing the microfilm, 
one of them said, casually, “What’s the emulsion figure on 
those films?” He explained that the figure would tell exactly 
when they were made. 

While we kept the restless reporters waiting, we called an 
Eastman Kodak man named Lewis over to our offices, to add 
the weight of his testimony to that which we were about to 
give the reporters. He copied down the emulsion figures and 
picked up a phone and called his office. “Look up these figures 
and get the dates,” he said to his girl. 

After a bit I could hear her voice answering. “Thanks,” 
Lewis said and hung up. Then he turned to us and said, “This 
film was manufactured in 1946.” 

[ 148 ] 


THE PUMPKIN PAPERS 


Nixon and I just stood there, too stunned to speak. ve 
unable to understand our shock, looked at us uneasily and left. 

Our case lay in ruins around our feet. It had rested wholly 
on our charge that these documents had been stolen from the 
State Department in the 1930's, and photographed at that 
time for transmission to Russia. 

I felt like taking a dry dive out the nearest window. 

But a better idea, I figured, was to sit down and think. I 
urged that Rep. Nixon do the same. “We've got to gather our 
wits before we face that mob,” I said. I was referring to the 
300 reporters who were waiting for us to reveal the microfilms 
and their contents. 

Then I got downright mad at Whittaker Chambers, who 
had given us the “pumpkin papers” several nights before, and 
whose testimony in the espionage case had led us to this 
sorry climax. In fact, I was too mad at him to trust myself on 
the phone, so when he answered, I asked Nixon to do the 
talking. 

“Mr. Chambers,” Nixon said, controlling his voice well. 
“We've just had an expert look over the microfilm and he 
tells us it was not manufactured until 1946.” 

“Impossible,” Chambers answered, quietly. 

“What IS this?” Nixon demanded of him. “What do you 
have to say?” 

“I have nothing to say except that Fate is just against us,” 
Chambers replied. This was, to my mind, the greatest under- 
statement of 1948. 

Nixon hung up and wearily suggested that we e call off the 
press conference. 

“No, damn it, we won't,” I said. “We'll go down and face 
the music. We'll tell them that we were sold a bill of goods 

. that we were all wet.” 

I spoke with more heart than I really had. I knew full well 
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the tremendous(and deserved ) blast we'd get, and the jubila- 
tion of anti-Committee forces. I sent word that we'd meet the 
reporters in a few minutes. 

We were just heading out of Nixon’s office to face the gruel- 
ing ordeal when his phone rang. It was for me. 

“Mr. Stripling, this is Mr. Lewis of Eastman,” the voice 
said. “I checked with Rochester after I got back to the office, 
and it seems we have made a little mistake. Those films you 
showed me were made in 1937.” 

I let out a Texas yell and leaped on Nixon’s couch. 

“Poor Chambers,” was Nixon’s reaction. “Nobody ever be- 
lieves him at first.” 

Now we could face the press, and did. But it wasn’t a long 
conference. We rattled off what we knew, and could tell, and 
jogged out of the building, hopped in cabs I had arranged for, 
and rushed to Union Station in time to catch the 4 o'clock 
train to New York. We wanted to get Chambers under oath 
again and have him tell everything he knew about those 
documents. 

We were met on the platform at the Penn Station in New 
York by the Justice Department, mainly in the person of 
John F. X. McGohey, U.S. Attorney for the Southern District 
of New York. He and his staff accompanied us to the Com- 
modore Hotel, where they strongly urged that the Committee 
hold no more public hearings in the Hiss-Chambers case. 

We were the one agency of the Government which had 
produced the most important documentary evidence, papers 
still considered so important after a decade that their publi- 
cation might endanger the nation’s security. We said we did 
not think it just to toss us aside at this time, especially in view 
of the fact that the Justice Department had been reported 
earlier as favoring the dropping of the case. Justice later ac- 


cused us of ruining one roll of microfilm, which was not true. | 
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A stiff argument developed in the suite, but McGohey and 
the others shook hands as they left. Then Chambers was 
brought in. 

“You mistrusted me for a time today,” he remarked, as he 
put down his hat and coat. 

I kept him a long time that night, going over everything he 
had ever told us, getting his explanation of what had hap- 
pened to the “pumpkin papers” during the ten years that 
intervened, and I kept repeating, “Look me in the eye. Are 
you sure you have nothing else to show us? I am quitting this 
work and I dont want to leave anything undone.” 

He had nothing else, he said. The “pumpkin papers” repre- 
sented only one week's supply of the stolen and copied 
Government documents he had aided in transmitting to the 
U.S.S.R. from the early part of 1935 until April, 1938. For 
two years previous to that earlier date, he had worked on the 
New York end of the document transmission, he repeated. 

During part of the 1985-1938 period his routine was this, 
we subsequently revealed in our report: 

“The source would bring the documents out of the State 
Department in a briefcase and take them home. There, Cham- 
bers would take over the briefcase and go on to meet a photo- 
graphic expert at a prearranged place. The expert would take 
the briefcase and documents to a laboratory in Baltimore, put- 
the documents on film, and would return the briefcase and 
contents to Chambers that same night. 

“Sometimes Chambers stated it would be as late as one 
oclock in the morning before he got the briefcase back. He 
would then proceed to the home of his source, deliver the 
briefcase, and the documents would be returned to the State 
Department files. 

“Chambers would then pick up the microfilms in Baltimore, 
place them in a tobacco pouch, and carry them to New York, 
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where he would deliver them to a Colonel Bykov, of the 
Soviet espionage system, who was at that time known to 
Chambers only as Peter.” 

Chambers had hidden the “pumpkin papers” on top of an 
abandoned dumbwaiter in the home of Nathan Levine, a 
Brooklyn attorney who is a nephew of Mrs. Chambers, he 
told us. It was subsequently testified by Levine that Cham- 
bers lived in “mortal fear” of being liquidated after quitting 
the Communist Party. Isaac Don Levine, anti-Communist 
editor who knew Chambers in 1938 and attempted to help 
him reveal his story to Government officials a year later, told 
the Committee later that Chambers had retained the film all 
those years for possible use as ransom in case he or his family 
were abducted by U.S. Reds. 

Amplifying on earlier testimony, he told us on this illumi- 
nating night in New York that the rug which he gave Hiss 
(Hiss had testified that Chambers had gotten it from a “rich 
patron” ) had been presented to him by Col. Bykov for trans- 
mission to Hiss “for unusual service to the Soviet Union.” 

He named the recipients of three additional rugs—they 
were expensive Bokharas, he said—but the Committee has 
not as yet revealed their names. I understand that one of 
these men, formerly in the Government, has confessed before 
Federal authorities and, presumably, still is in the act of tell- 
ing what he knows about other members of the spy rings. 

The State Department, Chambers pointed out, had been an 
important source for him but not the only one. As we said in 
our report: 

“Chambers testified that between 1932 and 1938 he ob- 
tained documents from the State Department, the Bureau of 
Standards, the Aberdeen Proving Ground, and certain infor- 
mation from the Navy; also that the same ring with which he 
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worked got vital information from key United States 
industries.” 

But all of the matter on the microfilms was from State De- 
partment files, the most important of which came from the 
office of Francis Sayre, who later identified them as such. 

“Four people had access to these documents once they 
arrived at Mr. Sayre’s office,” we reported. We named them 
as Sayre, Alger Hiss, his first assistant; Eunice Lincoln, his 
administrative assistant, and Anna Belle Newcomb, secretary 
and stenographer for the office. Sayre, and the Misses Lincoln 
and Newcomb, emphatically denied under oath that they had 
ever turned any documents over to any unauthorized person. 
The information contained in the documents was so secret, 
all three pointed out, that the data was delivered to Sayre’s 
office from the code room of the State Department in a locked 
black metal box. Documents were sometimes kept in Sayre’s 
office, presumably in locked file cases, for “several days” at a 
time, they declared. Hiss, they said, made a practice of taking 
home a briefcase filled with “work” at the close of working 
days, both women said. So did Sayre, they added. 

It was Chambers’s contention that sometimes copies of the 
documents from the State Department were made on a type- 
writer in Hiss’s home. We later uncovered several bits of type- 
written matter from the Equitable Life Insurance Company 
which experts said was produced by the same machine, and 
the F.B.I. obtained considerable more. 

An expert in such matters, known to the F.B.I., later iden- 
tified our samples of the product of that typewriter as having 
been typed by the same machine which retyped some of the 
secret papers retrieved from Chambers. 

We were able to call comparatively few witnesses to the 
Committee’s witness stand after our startling disclosure. The 
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ones we did manage to hear—the New York Grand Jury had 
claimed prior rights to Chambers, Alger and Donald Hiss, 
Henry Julian Wadleigh, former State Department official, 
William Ward Pigman, formerly of the Bureau of Standards, 
and others—brought the scope of the alleged conspiracy into 
a little sharper focus. 

We divulged after their testimony that information on the 
Norden bombsight (which had been such a secret that even 
the U.S. Air Force had difficulty getting it from the U.S. 
Navy), data on the Navy’s self-sealing aviation tank, and 
information about U.S. tanks and other materiel being tested 
at Aberdeen had filtered to Russia. We revealed that State 
Department codes probably had been cracked. 

Much of what we learned we kept to ourselves, so as not 
to impede or influence the Grand Jury hearings running simul- 
taneously in New York. I still believe we conducted our hear- 
ings with fine discretion. But when Rep. Nixon took the 
microfilms to New York to show to the Grand Jury, he was 
served with a subpoena as he carried them toward the jury 
room. And despite the fact that we had unearthed and re- 
vealed the “pumpkin papers,” and had brought attention to 
the 65 documents which the Justice Department had obtained 
earlier and apparently ignored, our activities were branded 
again by Mr. Truman as a “red herring.” 

Hiss, as you know, was indicted. 

I have no way of knowing what took place behind the 
closed doors of the Grand Jury hearing Hiss, beyond the bare 
announcement that it considered him a liar, a charge which 
he will now be given every opportunity to disprove in court. 

Drew Pearson, who had once helped put me in the Army, 
for which I am physically grateful, subsequently said on the 
air (and it has not been denied) that in the final stages of 
his long appearance on the Grand Jury’s witness stand Hiss 
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accused Chambers of being a rejected pervert out for revenge. 
That, to me, seems like the most outlandish charge imaginable 
—and I believe I know Chambers as well as any other man in 
the country. 

As for Hiss and the others, we must await the verdict of 
their peers. 
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Conclusions 


In TEIs concluding article of my series I'd like to get a few 
things off my chest, things I could not say while working for 
the House Un-American Activities Committee. 

I don’t regret any of the years I spent with the Committee, 
though the work was neither easy nor rewarding. It was work 
that somebody had to do, and from its seed has sprung two 
tremendous Government programs, the $17,000,000 inquiry 
into the loyalty of Government employees and, directly or 
indirectly, the multi-billion dollar Marshall Plan and Atlantic 
Pact to fortify European democracy against Communist in- 
filtration and attack. 

But the House Committee, pioneers and forerunners in 
this work, at a meager fraction of the cost of subsequent de- 
velopment, has never known a period when it was not under 
attack. Vilification from Communists is understandable, for 
the Committee wields a tremendous weapon against them: 
exposure. Criticism from honest liberals has hurt the Commit- 
tee much more. I know the morale of my own staff reached 
its all-time low when, after we unearthed the “pumpkin 
papers’ which conclusively corroborated the spy-ring testi- 
mony of Whittaker Chambers and Elizabeth Bentley, Presi- 
dent Truman repeated his charge that it was all a red herring. 

Yet Mr. Truman emphasized in his vigorous Inaugural 
Address the very differences between Communism and 
Democracy which the Committee had been revealing— 

[ 156 ] 


CONCLUSIONS 


through the lips of willing or reluctant witnesses—for more 
than ten years. Labor leaders who condemned us a decade ago 
for suggesting that their unions were being contaminated by 
Communism have since reluctantly conceded that we were 
correct. 

President Roosevelt made at least two determined efforts to 
wipe out the Committee. Failing, for the simple reason the 
_ people want the Committee, he demanded of Martin Dies 
that the Committee thereafter confine its inquiries to Fascist 
activities. Committee members who tended to regard Com- 
munism with the same cold eye as they regarded Nazism 
were signaled out for especial scorn by pet columnists and 
commentators. The Committee was forbidden to reveal, six 
months before the attack on Pearl Harbor, the scope of Japa- 
nese subversion in Hawaii and on the Pacific Coast. It is 
unimportant but relevant that I, after being instrumental in 
exposing the fact that Joe Lash and other pro-Communist 
youth leaders were enjoying White House hospitality, was 
“railroaded” into the Army. I quote the word “railroaded” 
because it is not mine. It was said by two Army colonels in 
discussing with me the curious phases of my induction. 

The legend has grown, and has been carefully nurtured by 
clandestine and well-meaning interests, that the Committee 
has ignored Fascism to concentrate on Communism. That is 
a lie, as our records will prove. As the one more familiar with 
those records than anyone else, I know there are still many 
Fascists and fellow scum in the country, ready to pollute the 
American bloodstream. All they lack is a Fuehrer. Martin 
Dies fought the Ku Klux Klan in the face of six-shooters. My 
father campaigned against the Klan when it meant that he 
must face political ruin in his district and danger to himself 
and his family. l 

The Nazis lack a Fuehrer and a purpose. The Communists 
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have both, and combine the fanaticism of Hitler’s followers 
with remarkable guile. They are irrevocably charged with 
fighting almost every ideal which made this country great. In 
event of a war with Russia they will be infinitely more de- 
structive saboteurs than were the comparatively clumsy Nazi 
subversives. 

It is not easy to fight Communism. Communism, contrary 
to a popular phrase, IS something new under the sun. Its 
members and champions, many of them misguided liberals, 


can infiltrate, contaminate and dominate almost any field— | 


including the pulpit, though Communism is by rule a Godless 
calling. Graduates of Russian training schools are the world’s 
leading authorities in the practices of disorder. It is incon- 
trovertible that every key point, strategically, in the United 
States has been studied faithfully against the day when 
peaceful-looking American Reds will be called upon to come 
into the open and fight for Mother Russia. We have shown 
through testimony that they are past masters at working 
_ within the warp and woof of the United States Constitution. 
We have seen Henry Wallace, their befuddled sympathizer, 
come within a heartbeat of the Presidency. We know from 
the testimony of ex-Communists Whittaker Chambers and 
Elizabeth Bentley that many Communists and distinguished 
followers have risen high in Government circles. 

= We further know that between January 1, 1947, and De- 
cember 16, 1948, 151 State Department people were removed 
from the Federal payroll, 91 of whose cases were classified as 
“of acute significance.” And that is only one department. 
Coincidentally or not, it was State Department policy which 
abandoned China’s 400,000,000 humans to the advances of 
Russian-controlled Chinese Red armies, and it is the con- 
sidered opinion of men like Gens. Claire Lee Chennault and 
Patrick J. Hurley that we may one day be confronted by 
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many of these millions, armed and thoroughly indoctrinated. 
Coincidentally or not, it was the State Department—admit- 
tedly contaminated at that time—which sold Poland, another 
ally, down the river. 

One of the chief criticisms directed at the House Commit- 
tee is that we have smeared the reputations of good citizens. 
As I said earlier, I am not the official apologist of the Com- 
mittee. It has made its mistakes. But whenever I hear anyone 
use the word “smear” in connection with the Committee's 
efforts I must ask him to name those persons we have smeared. 
(of the hundreds of witnesses we have heard and the thou- 
sands of names introduced). 

The name of Dr. Edward U. Condon, director of the Na- 
tional Bureau of Standards, usually is brought up. Beyond his 
name there is usually silence. As I have pointed out, I made 
an effort to have Condon called as a witness in answer to his 
request. That he wasn't called, however, is comprehensible. 
This friend of many pro-Communists, who was not cleared 
by the Atomic Energy Commission to share A-bomb secrets 
at the time he was in charge of the Bureau's atomic scientists, 
was not heard because the Committee could not obtain from 
the White House the letter which J. Edgar Hoover had written. 
suggesting that Condon was a poor security risk. I hope the 
Committee eventually gets that letter. I hope it hears Condon. 

If Americans digested all they have read in anti-Committee 
papers they must believe we used rubber hoses to extract 
testimony. The Committee is not a judicial body and. never 
will be by law. It cannot operate under the rules of evidence, 
cannot issue indictments, cannot hand down verdicts. It was 
established solely to hear witnesses and, from their testimony, 
recommend legislation. 

The Committee absorbed considerable punishment during 
its investigation of Communism in Hollywood, where the 
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prove that Party collections from members and their followers 
amount to $32,000 a week. It was held in many quarters that 
we had no right to ask witnesses whether they were Com- 
munists. It was said that a man’s politics are his own business, 
as indeed they are. 

But we were not asking for information on a political affili- 
ation. We simply asked these people, by asking them if they 
were Communists, whether they were members of a con- 
spiracy determined to overthrow this form of Government. 
The fact that ten of them refused to answer on constitutional 
grounds, knowing, perhaps, that the Committee was in pos- 
session of 33 Communist Party cards of Hollywood celebri- 
ties, is, I will continue to believe, most significant. 

It is equally significant that ten of the 40-odd witnesses 
we questioned in the Alger Hiss-Whittaker Chambers case 
stood on their constitutional rights, and that in his own testi- 
mony Hiss made 198 uses of the phrase “to the best of my 
recollection” or its qualifying counterparts. 

The Committee hears, by and large, a type of witness com- 
pletely foreign to other Congressional committees in search 
of information. More often than not it is faced with subver- 
sives and fellow travelers who are superbly well trained and 
well advised in the incitement of public sentiment. The reac- 
tions of some members to their type of testimony have been 
provoked very artfully. 

What the Committee has revealed over the last ten years is 
hard for many Americans to believe. The average citizen 
cannot comprehend that one of the top officials of the super- 
important Board of Economic Warfare was a gamboling 
nudist whose literary output had to be confined to the porno- 
graphic division of the Library of Congress; that his successor 
was a kind of male strip-teaser dancer; that pressure enough 
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was put on respectable authorities to cause the shipment out 
of this country of more than 1,300 pounds of uranium prod- 
ucts at the time we were attempting to develop the A-bomb; 
that the chief Russian spy in the A-bomb espionage ring was 
impervious to arrest. 

The average American must have found it hard to believe, 
too, that Lee Pressman, Harvard bred and an important Gov- 
ernment official; Harvard-produced George Silverman, who 
rose to the rank of assistant to the discredited Gen. Bennett 
Meyers, and others could have gone far in Government de- 
spite the presence of thick dossiers on their activities. It was. 
also generally incomprehensible that the Treasury Depart- 
ment phones of Assistant Secretary Harry Dexter White were 
blocked off by the F.B.I. for a long period. 

We were condemned for listening to accusations made 
against Alger Hiss, president of the Carnegie Foundation for 
International Peace, even after his testimony became increas- 
ingly evasive and he was indicted by a Federal Grand Jury. 

Ten years ago Joe Curran, of the Maritime Union, de- 
nounced the Committee vitriolically when we tried to bring 
out that his union was saturated by Communism. In 1946 he 
had to fight for his life against the Communists he had nur- 
tured. We have seen the same things happen in many unions. 
But when one of our first witnesses warned against that peril, 
Dies was called to the White House and castigated by Presi- 
dent Roosevelt for picking on the CIO on the eve of an 
election. 

Leon Josephson, one of the few witnesses we've had who 
was prosecuted by the Justice Department and imprisoned 
for the contempt he displayed for Congress, once said to an 
American consular officer, “I consider the orders of the Cen- 
tral Committee of the Communist Party above the laws of the 
United States, and I would do anything short of murder to 
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carry them out.” Many others the Committee has heard 
might have been as frank. 

The Committee, as constituted, is not equipped to deal 
with Communism. Communism has brought into being new 
techniques and tactics never envisoned by the founders of 
our Government. It may well be necessary to streamline even 
our judicial processes if we are going to cope with the menace. 
Gerhart Eisler’s case is pertinent. He functioned for 20 years 
in this country, carrying out some of the most treasonable 
acts imaginable. The most closely organized group ever to 
appear on the American scene was at his command. He 
traveled back and forth to the U.S.S.R. on false passports; 
defied Congress. Yet he is still out of jail, and travels exten- 
sively over this country making speeches under the auspices 
of various front organizations whose leaders are dedicated to 
the destruction of this Government. 

Committee investigators were long encouraged by the 
White House to exterminate Nazis by exposing them, which 
we did to a great extent. But when two of our men raided 
Communist headquarters in Philadelphia and seized records 
of great concern to the interests of the people, they were 
arrested on the orders of a Federal judge and the Committee 
was ordered to return the files. | 

The F.B.L, if left alone, could clear up Communism in this 
country. I'd trust my life and the lives of my family in the 
hands of the F.B.I., if no political considerations were in- 
volved. It should be an independent bureau. Instead, it is 
hitched to the Department of Justice whose top men, politi- 
cally appointed, are sometimes guided by political considera- 
tions. As extensive as are the files of the House Committee 
(files consulted by 20,000 accredited Government agents in- 
the last decade) the F.B.I. files are of much greater magni- 
tude. J. Edgar Hoover's men could round up at least 25,000 
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potential Communist saboteurs in short order, if war broke 
out with Russia. Some F.B.I. men, however, have discovered 
that their most comprehensive investigations of Communist 
subversives have been ignored when recommendations were 
urged for their prosecution. We know, for these men have 
come to us for support, and so have Civil Service Commission 
investigators, State Department men and others—their mor- 
ales cracked by frustration. 

The last time I saw Whittaker Chambers he said he was 
sorry the espionage case had developed into the pattern of a 
personal battle between himself and Hiss. He said that this 
overemphasis of a dramatic case had distorted the real picture 
—the scope of the conspiracy. 

That is true. The Committee has not yet had an opportunity 
to probe deeper into the serious charges lodged by ex-Com- 
munist Elizabeth Bentley, who admittedly operated in Wash- 
ington during the wartime period, whereas Chambers left the 
party, and such work, in 1938. Her charges point definitely 
to treason as well as espionage. There is no statute of limita- 
tions on treason. It is punishable by death. 

What will become of Chambers and Miss Bentley remains 
to be seen. Their testimony stood up under an exhaustive 
series of checks. In the quarter century of the Communist 
conspiracy against this Government they are the only two of 
their type who have broken with the party. If they are jailed 
for their confessed crimes against this Government, we can 
expect little or no future help from American Communists 
who now may be wavering. My own feeling is that Chambers 
and Miss Bentley can tell more. 

Personally, I seem to have committed the crime of attempt- 
ing to expose people who seek to destroy our way of life. It 
is a job for which I was hired by chosen representatives of the 
people of the United States; a job to which I attended to the 
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best of my ability. It is not a very good job, really, for the 
simple reason that it is now unfashionable, if that is the word, 
to be primarily interested in America and the preservation 
of its liberties. Apparently it is bad taste to expose the fact 
that Government documents of great importance are being 
stolen; that a President demanded the admission to this coun- 
try of Mrs. Earl Browder, over the protests of the State De- 
partment, because he did not want to be embarrassed by Joe 
Stalin’s questions; that a number of Government officials, by 
their admission or refusal to answer, have been mixed up 
with a gang of cold-blooded subversives; that choice military 
secrets, including A-bomb data, have been passed on to the 
leaders of a country which since V-E day has overrun Poland, 
Hungary, Bulgaria, Romania, Czechoslovakia, Finland, Al- 
bania and most of China. 
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The A.B.C.’s of the Case vs. Communism 


THE CARD-BEARING Communist and his often better-known 
and respected stooges are past masters of double-talk. They 
work toward what they hold to be the ultimate state of the 
world, “Dictatorship of the Proletariat,” by means as devious 
as their speech. Lenin laid down that principle, or lack of 
principle, in these terms: 

“The strictest loyalty to the ideas of Communism must be 
combined with the ability to make all necessary practical 
compromise, to maneuver, to make agreements, zig-zags, re- 
treats and so on, so as to accelerate the coming to power.” 

To this blueprint for confusion, Lenin added: 

“In all countries, even the freest, ‘legal and peaceful’ in 
the sense that the class struggle is less acute in them, the time 
has fully matured when it is absolutely necessary for every 
Communist Party systematically to combine legal with illegal 
work, legal with illegal organization. It is necessary, imme- 
diately, for all legal Communist parties to form illegal organ- 
izations. Illegal work is particularly necessary in the Army, 
the Navy, and police . . . It must be proved to the bourgeoisie 
that there is not, nor can there be, a sphere or field of work 
that cannot be won by the Communists.” 

Those precepts have manifested themselves since the Com- 
munist Party first began to make its influence felt in the 
United States in 1919. We have seen classic zig-zags, incred- 
ible seizures of what began as purely American organizations, 
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the formation of bewilderingly patriotic-sounding groups 
sponsored by Communists and, always, double-talk. 

Anyone who hated Hitler in the days before the start of 
World War II, and that took in all but a microscopic fraction 
of the people of the United States, found enthusiastic support 
among the Communists. 

But then Stalin, who knew his Leninism well enough to 
“compromise, to maneuver, to make agreements,” signed the 
non-aggression pact with Hitler and, with him, invaded 
Poland. With Stalin’s connivance, Hitler then assaulted and 
conquered France, Belgium, Holland, Norway, Denmark, 
Greece, much of North Africa and came perilously close to 
taking England. 

While he was about this work, which was to cost humanity 
millions of lives and bankruptcy for generations to come, the 
American Communist Party worked diligently to keep the 
slumbering U.S. slumbering. America must be shamed or 
goaded into staying out of the conflict; its defense measures 
must be attacked and alarm-sounding citizens smacked down. 
The ink was still drying on the Stalin-Hitler pact when Com- 
munist-led strikes erupted at North American Aviation Corp., 
Allis-Chalmers and elsewhere. Roosevelt, fondly hailed a few 
weeks before, became an “imperialist warmonger.” Earl 
Browder, speaking at the National Conference for Civil Liber- 
ties in New York, October 14, 1939, laid down the confusing 
line: 

“The forces which are moving against American civil liber- 
ties are the same forces which want this war to go on as long 
as possible for the sake of the profits they expect to make out 
of it, and which are preparing to take this country into the 
war at an opportune moment . . . The forces involving America 
in the senseless destruction and slaughter of the imperialist 
war strike first of all against the Communist Party because 
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j they see in it the leader and the symbol of all the deepest 


anti-war and peace sentiments of the masses, which they wish 
to silence and to crush.” 

Stalin and Hitler fell out as suddenly as they had joined 
their bloody hands. Strikes in this country stopped. Roosevelt 
became a hero in The Daily Worker again and in Union 
Square. We saved the bravely fighting Red Army by shipping 
billions of dollars worth of Lend-Lease goods to the U.S.S.R. 

But late in July, 1945, three weeks before V-J Day, the 
Communist Political Association (as it was called since 1943) 


relayed this “line” to the faithful in the United States: 


“American capital supported the war against Nazi Germany 
not because of hatred of Fascism or a desire to liberate suf- 
fering Europe from the heel of Nazis despotism, but because 
it recognized in Hitler Germany a dangerous imperialist 
rival.” 

There will always be these reversals and distortions, and 
the average American, attempting to follow them and to be 
fair in his appraisals, can become only more confused. With 
that conviction in mind, the House Un-American Activities 
Committee caused to be published late in 1948 a series of five 
booklets which solidly nail down the twisting, turning Com- 
munist Party and what it stands for. 

These primers, in question and answer form, were prepared 
with the considerable aid of Frank Waldrop, editor of “The 
Washington Times-Herald”—a staunch and courageous friend 
of the Committee in many of its darkest hours. The first of 
the pamphlets, which may be obtained from the Superin- 
tendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, 
Washington 25, D. C., for ten cents, appeared at one of the 
Committee’s gloomiest periods. Chairman Thomas had just 
been indicted on a “kick-back” charge. Two members of the 
Committee had been defeated in the November elections; 
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another had moved on to the Senate. The Hiss-Chambers case 
had petered out for want of the documentary proof which 
soon appeared in a pumpkin. There were indications that 
President Truman would concentrate on the annihilation of 
the Committee as soon as what he believed would be a sym- 
pathetic and cooperative 81st Congress convened. 

But from every state in the Union, Americans began call- 
ing for the pamphlets. It is my belief that in time the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, which has given me permission to 
reproduce them in this book, will distribute 10,000,000 
copies. They will most certainly give this most trusting of 
all nations a clearer picture of why we must combat, with 
vigilance and courage, the most obnoxious plague ever re- 
leased on earth—Communism. 
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500 THINGS 
YOU SHOULD KNOW ABOUT COMMUNISM 


Communism and Religion 


THIS IS TO TELL you what will happen to You and Your Church 
if Communism ever takes over the United States of America. 

The long and the short of it is just this: You cannot be a 
Communist and believe in God. You cannot believe in God 
and have a peaceable life under Communism. 

In all their plans and actions, the Communists mark down 
religion as Enemy No. 1. Where they dominate, they attack 
it head on. Where they do not dominate, they try to deceive 
and to corrupt from within just as they do in government, in 
education, in labor unions, and throughout a nation’s life in 
general. 


/ The aim and object of Communism are always the same— 


complete control over the human mind and body, asleep and 
awake, in sickness and in health, from birth to death. That is 
why Communism marks religion Enemy No. 1, for religion 
in some form is always a basic influence in the life and think- 


\._ ing of any people. 


~ Communism cannot dominate family life, for example, until 
it has first fought its way past the influence of religion upon 
the family. | 

Communism cannot force its own brand of moral code 
upon a person without first destroying his moral code rooted 
in religion. 

Communism cannot make education a weapon in its hands 
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so long as religion is secure in its own right to teach and to 
educate. 

Communism cannot dominate unless it has the power to 
remake the life of the people. It cannot ignore religion and 
do that. 

So here, then, is a report on what Communism seeks to do 
about religion in the U. S. A., as judged by what it has al- 
ready done elsewhere and has SAID it will do here at the 
first opportunity: 


1. If Communism should come to the United States, could I 
belong to a church? 


You would have to choose at once between church and 
Communism. If you should choose the church, then prepare 
for persecution. 


2. What would the Communists DO to churches and syna- 
goguesP 


Take them over and put an end to the freedom now guar- 
anteed by Sentence One, Article One in the Bill of Rights of 
the Constitution: 


Congress shall make NO law poe an establishment of religion or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof. 


3. What does that mean, exactly? 


Just study for a minute these figures on the present size 
and nature of religion and its work in the U. S. A.: 
256 denominations. 
253,000 churches and synagogues. 
77,000,000 members. 
162,000 Sunday schools. 
13,000 parochial schools. 
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690 colleges and schools of higher learning. 
Libraries, radio stations, publishing houses for books, 
magazines and newspapers. 
Charities, orphanages, hospitals, missionary forces. 
Ladies’ aids and auxiliaries. Men’s societies, young 
people’s organizations, children’s groups. 
These are what Communism would like to take over and 
destroy. 


4, Would the Communists destroy the Bible? 
Every copy they could find. And they would jail ii : 

trying to print new copies. a 

5. Could I be married in the church? 
Not legally. 


6. Could my funeral be held in the church? 
Not legally. 


7. Could my child be baptized or christened in the church? 
At the risk of prison for parent and pastor. 


8. Would my child go to Sunday school? 


Not only would Sunday school be illegal, but also your 
child would be taught to report you to the police for trying 
to send him. 


9. How would my child learn his religion, then? 


Only through what you might tell him at home, to offset 
the positive atheism he would learn all week at the govern- 
ment school. 
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10. You mean the GOVERNMENT would teach atheism? 


Yes. Here is the rule laid down by Nikolai Lenin, leader of 
the Communist revolution in Russia in 1917 and founder of 
the Red government now headed by Joseph Stalin: 


Down with religion! Long live atheism! The spread of atheist views is our 
chief task 


That rule has not changed. 


11. Could I give money to the church? 


Yes, if the Communist system would allow you any; but 
then most of it would go for staggeringly high taxes, rent, 
and other fees charged by the government to discourage 
church operations. Anything left could go to feed the 
preacher, who would be little better off than a beggar, any- 
how. 


12. Who would own the churches? 


Under Communism, churches and synagogues could no 
longer own their own property, free, clear, and untouchable, 
as they do in the United States today. Church property 
would become government property. Congregations could 
only use such small rooms or buildings as the government 
might license to them on concession. 

The fees and charges for this would be heavy and all use 
would be subject to strict Communist control, review and 
supervision. 


13. How about my own church-going? 


You could try on your own time, if the Government hap- 
pened at the time to let you off work on a holy day. Other- 
wise, only at night, when and if you got the chance. 
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14. Would I be allowed time off for religious holidays and 
celebrations as now? 


Not a chance. 


15. Could I help out with church charities and welfare work? 


There wouldn't be any. All church schools, hospitals, or- 
phanages, asylums, and such things would be seized by the 
government. Religion would be denied any say in their use 
or management. 


16. What about missionary work? 
Illegal. Forbidden. 
17. Could we print the sermons, church notes or news letters? 


Certainly not. Only atheistic views could be distributed 
and, of those, only such as the government would hand out 
in official form. Under Communism you wouldn't even be 
free to peddle your own brand of atheism—just the govern- 
ment’s. 


18. How about my church men’s club, ladies aid society, or 


young people's group? 
Out. There is no freedom of assembly under Communism. 


19. What could my pastor do? 


In the pulpit, he could lead the congregation in acts of 
faith and deliver sermons, with the Communists checking on 
every word. 

Out of the pulpit, he would be an official target for abuse, 
ridicule, and scorn, under constant suspicion, and in danger 
of his life. 
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20. Why? 


In him, the Communists would see a rival to their power 
over your mind, imagination, and will. The faith your pastor 
teaches is Communism’s deadliest enemy. 


21. What do you mean by “faith”? 


The sort of thing you find in the Ten Commandments and 
the Sermon on the Mount. 


22. What is the COMMUNIST faith? 
“Marxism-Leninism,” as operated by Joseph Stalin. 


23. What's all that? 


A plan and method to rule the world. : 

The man who drew up the plan was Karl Marx, who lived 
from 1818 to 1883. 

The man who put the plan into action in real life was 
Vladimir I. Ulyanov, alias Nikolai Lenin, who lived from 
1870 to 1924, and led the world Communists to capture 
Russia in 1917-18. 

The man who made the plan a world force was Josif Vis- 
sarionovich Djugushvili, alias Josif Stalin, now living, and 
67 years old, who followed Lenin in command of the world 
Communist conspiracy. : 


24. Why do you say “alias Lenin” and “alias Stalin”? 


Because those are not the real names of the men involved. 

Remember, the present “Stalin” started out in life to de- 
stroy the government of his own country and rebuild it on 
Communist lines through bloody revolution, and that’s how 
it was actually done. 

He was against all law except Communist ideas as laid 
down by Karl Marx. He used the alias “Stalin” to hide his 
real identity, just as Ulyanov used “Lenin.” 
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25. What was Marx’ idea of a Communist world? 


That the world as we know it must be destroyed—religion, 
family, laws, rights, everything. Anybody opposing was to 
be destroyed, too. 

Marx wanted a world in which people owned no property, \ 
took orders from the Government without question, and let j 
their family life—husbands, wives, parents, and children—be,/ 


without religion, morals, or ideals as we know them. 


26. What was his idea of morality and family? 
That anything is moral—even lying, stealing, and murder— 


if it brings on Communism. 

That women should have children for the Communist state 
to educate, train, and use, but parents should not have any 
say in training according to their OWN ideas. 

That there is no need to fear God because He does not 
exist. 

Marx had the idea that people could never be happy, have ^ 
enough to eat, make enough money, or have success in the 
kind of world we know. 

The U. S. A. is living proof that he was as wrong as a man 
can be. is 


ene 
27. Was Marx crazy? 


Perhaps. But Marx was not the first evil and crazy man to 
start a terrible world upheaval, nor was he the last. Hitler 
was like that, too, but look at what he did. 


28. How did anybody fall for Marx? 


Some overlooked his craziness because he was one of the 
most effective propagandists who ever lived. 
His preaching of destruction appealed especially to people 
who wanted to rule others and didn’t know how. It still does. 
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29. Was Lenin one of those power seekers? 


Yes. Lenin was the son of a minor government clerk. He 
had a terrible thirst for power. 

Early in his life he read Marx, caught the idea of forming 
Communist cells of revolution as Marx planned them, and 
built a conspiracy to capture his country. 

When Russia’s Czarist Government crashed in the war of 
1914-18, it was followed by a Republic organized along the 
lines of our own. But before the Republic could really take 
hold, Lenin’s Communists came out from under cover, con- 
fused the public mind by propaganda, stirred a military re- 
volt, slaughtered all opposition and set up by force of arms a 
Communist dictatorship. They still have it today. 


30. Did all the Russians turn Communist? 


Neither then nor now. Only a few trained and disciplined 
favorites were or are allowed to be Communists. 


81. Why do any people fall for their line? 
They promise all the things that people have always sought 


—an easier life, an end to trouble. 
82. Do they deliver? 


Of course not. 

Once they get in control, they reduce a nation to horror 
and slavery. Look at the record, not only in Russia but in all 
other countries captured by Communism. 


33. How do they keep going? 

The secret of Communism’s drive and the real key to the 
Communist faith is the dream of total power for Communists, 
loss of power for all others. That's the story in a nutshell. 

34. Where is the headquarters of the Communist faith? 

The Kremlin, Moscow, Russia. 
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35. Who is the head of that faith? 


Joseph Stalin, because he is the head of the Government of 
Russia and Chief of the Communist Party of Russia. To a 
Communist in the United States or any other country, Stalin’s 
word is final. 

For a Communist to defy Stalin is as scandalous to other 
` Communists as for a religious-minded person to blaspheme 


God. 


36. Is there any proof of this? 


Examine the record in Russia, Latvia, Lithuania, Estonia, 
Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria, Yugo- 
slavia, Austria, Germany, and in all other countries where 
Communism takes any hold. 

Add to it the thousands of volumes of Communist official 
literature collected in the Library of Congress here in Wash- 
ington. 

Measure against your common sense and decide for your- 
self. In the meantime, here following are significant high- 
lights from that record dealing with just one side of the 
story, Communism’s war on religion all over the world, in- 
cluding the United States of America. 


87. What about RussiaP 


Let’s flash back. The number of congregations has dropped 
since 1917 by more than 75 percent. That any have remained 
at all is a triumph of survival against relentless, cruel, and 
powerful persecution. 


38. Was Russia a very religious country before? 


About half the people of the old Russian Empire belonged 
to the Eastern Orthodox branch of Christianity. The Ortho- 
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dox Church was recognized and established as an arm of the 
Government. 

Beyond the established church, there were congregations 
of Roman Catholics, Protestants, Jews, Mohammedans and 
other faiths, even ancient tribal pagan groups. 

None beyond the Orthodox Church was recognized as 
legally “established” by the Government, but they were at 
least tolerated. They are not even TOLERATED now. Only 
the Orthodox sect is allowed any activity at all. 


39. Why is the Orthodox church an exception? 


Its priests are today held captive by the Communists and 
used to help rule the Russian people. 


40. How did the Communists capture them? 


By destroying the independent power of the church and 
then taking advantage of the determination of many people 
to have a continuing religious service on any terms. 


41. What was the first step? 


All Orthodox Church property, right down to the cruci- 
fixes and altar vessels, was seized. All monasteries closed. 


Churches turned into movie houses and museums. Church 
bells destroyed. 


42. How were Orthodox priests treated? 


Thousands were slaughtered. Others were ridiculed and 
kicked through the streets. As a class, they were held up to 
the country as parasites and frauds, and refused permission 
to travel, meet in groups, or to train or ordain others. 


43. How about the other faiths? 
Treated even worse, since they represented minority 


groups. 
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44. What else happened? 


Official Government agencies were set up with the tax- 
payers’ money to operate “antireligious museums” and to 
publish books, posters, pamphlets, and magazines denounc- 
ing religion. Atheist carnivals were held on religious holidays. 
Christmas trees were banned. Sunday was decreed a work- 
day to stop devotional services, and failure to report for work 
on a religious day meant instant dismissal. Religious oaths 
were abolished. 

Atheism was taught in the schools as a required course for 
all children. Radio broadcasts by Government propagandists 
dinned atheism into people’s ears night and day. Communists 
who showed any interest in religion were expelled and ruined. 
Priests and their families were made outcasts of society, re- 
fused jobs or food-ration cards, and forced to pay extra rent 
and taxes. | 

Orthodox priests are allowed to marry, so the Government 
even took it out on their children by refusing them so much 
as a high school education. 

Non-Communists who stood by their religion lost their jobs 
and generally were shoved downhill by the full force of 


government. 


45. Was all this effective? 


Figures on congregations and church organizations in 
Soviet Russia vary, but over-all they show a general reduc- 
tion in church organizations of 75 to 90 percent over a 25- 
year period. The number of priests in the Russian Orthodox 
Church was reduced from nearly 51,000 down to less than 
6,000. Orthodox Churches dropped from 46,000 before the 
Communists took over to 2,000 in 1948. 

However, religion went underground as a result of perse- 
cution, and a vast network was created in which priests car- 
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ried on religious schools and services in secrecy and survived 
in disguise with the help of the general public. 

It has been estimated that today there are, in addition to 
the nearly 6,000 registered priests mentioned above, another 
5,000 under cover; there are at least 2,000,000 children in 
underground Christian youth organizations; and there are 
between 67,000,000 and 80,000,000 adult believers in Russia. 


46. Are the Communists satisfied with the damage accom- 
plished so far? 


No. They will never accept as final anything less than the 
complete end of religion. 


47. Have the Russian Communists EVER tolerated religion? 


They have pretended to on a few occasions when it served 
their purpose. While Communists do not have religion them- 
selves, they have sometimes agreed that personal faith is all 
right so long as churches obey Communism’s orders against 
missionary, welfare and charity work, and religious educa- 
tion of children. 

48. Why is this? 

The Russian Communists have needed cooperation from 
religious-minded people in their own country, and they also 
want religious people outside the borders of Russia to help 
the Communists there seize control of other countries. “Toler- 
ation” of religion is just a tactical maneuver in Communism’s 
war on civilization. Long-range strategy of total destruction 
does not change. 


49. When was this “toleration” tactic first used in RussiaP 


Although very minor concessions to the church were 
allowed in 1923 and 1935, after two of the most severe waves 
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of religious persecution, the first significant pretense of re- 
ligious tolerance came in 1938. A general order went out to 
“avoid jarring the religious sensibilities of the believers.” 


50. Why? 


Because Stalin was afraid of Hitler’s growing power and 
wanted the Russian people to be unified and cooperative in 
case of war. 

When war did come, the Russian Communists used priests 
to appeal to the Russian people for support of the war. The 
Moscow radio actually called upon “God-loving inhabitants” 
of German-occupied countries to rise in defense of religious 
freedom. References to God were even found in Stalin's 
papers and addresses. 

The Government also temporarily closed its atheistic pub- 
lishing concerns as a war maneuver. Churches in Moscow 
took on a blaze of outward life. 


51. Did this mean Stalin had lost his nerve as an atheist? 
Not at all. He simply turned the church into a weapon for 
his own use on the home front then, and such it remains 


today. 


52. Do the Communists pretend to tolerate religion today? 

No. Since the end of World War II, the Russian Govern- 
ment has renewed open war against religion in all forms, al- 
though in some countries Communists pretend to tolerate it 
to serve their propaganda purposes. 


58. How do we know this? 


A recent statement in an official Soviet newspaper listed 
the stamping out of religious faith “by systematic, scientific, 
antireligious propaganda” as “the most important task in the 
struggle for the triumph of Communism in the U. S. S. R.” 
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Communist Party members in Russia, both young and old, 
were publicly ordered recently to work against religious 
beliefs. 

Radio Moscow is carrying atheistic broadcasts and ham- 
mering at the people with Marx’ well-known words, “Religion 
is the opium of the people.” 


54. How do the Communists control the Orthodox Church? 


Through the Soviet Government’s State Council on Ortho- 
dox Affairs, headed by Georgi Karpov, an atheist Communist 
who for years had been a member of the Soviet Secret Police. 
Every decision of the church officers must be approved by 
Karpov, even down to the point of getting his permission to 
go on a trip. 


55. How do Americans of the Russian Orthodox faith feel 
about the state of their faith in Russia? 

Russian Orthodox bishops and priests here refuse to accept 
the Russian church any longer as a guide or source of re- 
ligious authority. 


56. Is the Roman Catholic Church restored in Russia? 

In no way. One priest is allowed to stay in Moscow for the 
benefit of foreigners there, but the church is entirely shut off 
from the people-ef.the country as a whole. 


57. How about the Jews? .- 

The same. Hebrew; the sacred language of the Judaic faith, 
is forbidden by law. Feast days, religious development and 
enjoyment for Jews have been suppressed as harshly as for 
any others. 


58. How about Protestant groups? 
They have been crushed. 
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59. What has Communism done against religion outside 
Russia? 


It has seized church and synagogue property and killed 
church leaders wherever and whenever Communism has 
gained control. 

Where it has not yet gained the upper hand over the coun- 
try as a whole, it has tried to corrupt religion from within by 
setting sect against sect and creed against creed. 


60. Are Communists trying to corrupt religion in the U.S. A.P 
Yes. 


61. What is their method? 


The Communist Party of the United States assigns mem- 
bers to join churches and church organizations, in order to 
take control where possible, and in any case to influence 
thought and action toward Communist ends. 

It forms “front organizations,” designed to attract “fellow 
travelers” with religious interests. 

It tries to get prominent religious leaders to support Com- 
munist policies, disguised as welfare work for minorities or 
oppressed groups. In the words of Earl Browder, former head 
of the Communist Party of the U. S. A.: 


“, . . By going among the religious masses, we are for the first time able 
to bring our anti-religious ideas to them.” 


62. What is a “front organization”? 


An organization created or captured by the Communists to 
do the Party's work in special fields. The front organization 
is Communism’s greatest weapon in this country and takes it 
among people who would never willingly act as Party agents. 
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63. What is a “fellow traveler”! 


One who sympathizes with the ae aims and serves the 
Party’s purposes without actually holding a Party card. 


64. How can I spot them? 

Many organizations have been listed as Communist fronts 
by the Attorney General and this Committee. You can get a 
list of these by writing to the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities, Room 226, Old House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. | 

To show up a fellow traveler, ask him to name ten things © 
wrong with the United States and then ask him to name two 
things wrong with Russia. He will be on Russia's side every 
time. | 


65. Are American Communists atheistic? 
Yes. 


66. Can a Communist ever have religious beliefs? 

When he first joins the Party, a Communist may still have 
some religious faith but it soon goes or he fails as a Com- 
munist. 


i NS weit > 


67. What happens to a rengous person who turns Com- 
munist? 

The Party ridicules his religious ideals and dins atheist 
propaganda into his ears, day and night, in an attempt to con- 
vert him to atheism. 

68. What if a new Communist refuses to renounce religion? 

Kicked out. 

69. What happens to a person who gets kicked out of the 
Party? 


He is hounded for je rest of his life. 
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70. Have the Communists used blasphemous propaganda 
against the church? 


If there is any doubt in your mind as to the vicious and 
blasphemous propaganda Communists are using against re- 
ligion, then go to your public library and read a typical 
example of it entitled “Goodbye, Christ,’ by Langston 
Hughes. 

It is so atrocious that we will not reproduce it here, but 
even so, it is mild compared to the atheist propaganda in © 
Moscow. 


71. How do Communists work among church people, since 
they themselves are such haters of religion? 


Communists are two-faced. 

In their secret Party meetings, they make plans to destroy 
religion. 

In public, they say religion and Communism should be 
friends and that both are working for the same goals. 


72. Are there Communist clergymen? 
Unfortunately, yes. 


73. Do they admit they are CommunistsP 


Some do, but except in special cases, the Party requires 
Communists to keep their membership secret. 


74. Will you give an example of the “open” type of member- 
ship? 

The Rev. Claude C. Williams, a Presbyterian minister, 
whose congregation expelled him for Party activity. The Rev. 
Eliot White, retired Episcopalian minister, who served as a 
delegate to a Communist convention and lectured at Com- 
munist meetings. 
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75. Are they important? 


Not as important as the others who have joined the Com- 
munist fronts which the Attorney General and this committee 
have declared to be “subversive.” 


76. Do you mean that just because a clergyman joins or 
sponsors one or two Communist fronts for one reason or 
another, he is playing Stalin’s game in America? 
No. We are talking about those clergymen who have over 
a period of years consistently followed the Party line and 
joined, not one or two fronts, but ten, twenty, or thirty. These 
are the core of agents the Party depends on in the religious 
field. 


77. But couldn't some of these clergymen be innocently mis- 
guided in their attempts to do good? 

Well, they have followed every crook and twist of the Com- 
munist Party line. Would you excuse that in your minister's 
case? 


78. Is your Committee investigating religion? 


Certainly not. Religion is not under any sort of investiga- 
tion by the House Committee on Un-American Activities, nor 
is any sect, creed, church, or individual, so far as his religion 
is concerned. 


79. Then what's this series for? 

To help you protect your religion and faith from Commun- 
ist attack by showing you exactly what the Communists are 
up to. 

80. But is Communism a “real” danger inside our churches? 


Here’s J. Edgar Hoover on the subject: 
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I confess to a real appead so long as Communists are able to secure 
ministers of the gospel to promote their evil work and espouse a cause that 
is alien to the religion of Christ and Judaism. 


81. Is Communist propaganda ever sneaked into church pub- 
lications?P 

Yes. For instance, the Christian Register, official Unitarian 
publication, has carried Earl Browder’s eyewash that a good 
Christian can be a Communist. It is significant that the min- 
ister responsible for doing this has since been removed from 


his editorship by the church. 


82. Do Communist propagandists ever actually get before 
church groups as speakers? 


Yes. For example, the head of the Communist Party, on 
one occasion at least, spoke at Union Theological Seminary 
in New York City. 

Only a few months ago, the Legislative Secretary of the 
Communist Party addressed a conference of 100 ministers 
in Washington, D. C. 


83. What about church youth groups? 


Young Communists are ordered to join them. 


84. Why? 


For two reasons: To win over youth to Communism and 
atheism, and to turn their groups into tools of the Communist 
Party. 


85. Is this done openly? 


No. Communist youth, like Communist adults, work under 
cover. They won't admit being Communists if you ask them 
unless and until their Party officers direct them to do so. 
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86. Is the YMCA a Communist target? 


Yes. So is the YWCA. 
Also, church groups such as the Epworth League. 


_ 87. Do you mean every Epworth League or YWCA is a Com- 
munist hide-out? 


Of course not. But we do mean that Communists do dig into 
such groups any way and any time they can. 

We do mean they have dug into such groups, and are at it 
today. 

We do mean that if you want to keep your own organiza- 
tion fit for your own family’s membership, you had better 
stay on the alert. 


88. How else do Communists spread atheism? 


Indirectly in Communist schools such as the Jefferson 
School of Social Science in New York, and the California 
Labor School. 

Also in the atheistic schools for children operated through- 


` out the country by the International Workers Order. 


89. What is the People’s Institute of Applied Religion? 


One of the most vicious Communist organizations ever set 
up in this country. Declared subversive by the Attorney 
General. 


90. Where is it located and who are its officers? 


4105% Third Avenue, South, Birmingham, Alabama. 

Rev. Claude C. Williams, director; Edna Joyce King, ex- 
ecutive secretary; Owen H. Whitfield and Winifred L. Chap- 
pell, associate directors; Carl Haessler, Calla E. Tennant, and 
Clara M. Vincent, trustees; Cederic Belfrage, research di- 
rector. 
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91. What does it do? 


It teaches Communist ideas, pretending that they are 
Christian ideas. 


92. What is the Methodist Federation for Social Action? 


A tool of the Communist Party, denounced by numerous 
loyal American Methodists. It claims to speak for 17 Metho- 
dist Bishops and 4,000 clerics and laymen. Not an official 
church organization. 


93. Where is it located and what is it trying to do? 


150 Fifth Avenue, New York, New York. Although strictly 
unofficial as a “church” organization, it is trying to use the 
prestige of the Methodist Church to promote the line of the 
Communist Party. 


94. What is “The Protestant’? 


A magazine which fanatically spreads Communist propa- 
ganda under the guise of being a religious journal. 

Its avowed purpose is to “build a bridge” between Chris- 
endom and Communism. Boasts support of 6,000 ministers 
but not actually connected with any official religious organi- 
zation. 


95. Where is it published and who are the officers? 


It is published by Protestant Digest, Inc., at 521 5th Ave- 
nue, New York, New York. Editor: Kenneth Leslie Associate 
Editors: James Luther Adams, John Hammond, Gerald 
Richardson. 


96. Should such organizations have any church's support? 


Ask your own pastor. 
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97. How can we combat themP 


Reread this pamphlet. Show it to others. Become as inter- 
ested in protecting your religion as the (Communists are in 
destroying it. 

98. Are the Communists just trying to get my church? 


No. They're also out to get your job, to get your union, to 
get your farm, to get your school, to get your property, to get 
your Government. They're out to get YOU and make you a 
slave of Communism from cradle to grave. 

If they can wreck your religion, that makes you just so 
much easier to capture and enslave. 


99. When and how do they work on all these other angles? 


Read the other 400 questions and answers. 


100. Can the Communists win in all thisP 


It’s up to you. 
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Communism and Education 


THIS Is TO TELL you what the master minds of Communism 
have planned for your child in the name of “Education.” 

They mean to take him from the nursery, put him in uni- 
form with the hammer and sickle flag in one hand and a gun 
in the other, and send him out to conquer the world. 

If they have their way, he will be guided from the kinder- 
garten straight through to college so that he will have any- 
thing except a mind of his own. 

He will be trained but not educated. He will be taught to 
solve problems that are handed him and to consider it a 
crime to think for himself. He will be the child-man of Com- 
munism. 

Here are the facts in this series on Communism: 


1. What is Communism? 

A conspiracy to conquer and rule the world by any means, 
legal or illegal, in peace or in war. 
2. Is it aimed at me? 


Right between your eyes. 


3. What do the Communists want? 


To rule your mind and your body from the cradle to the 
grave. 
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4. Are you joking? 
Look at the world today and see if the people of Europe 


and Asia have anything to laugh about, now that Communism 
has captured so many of them. 


5. If Communism should conquer America, what would hap- 
pen to the schools? 

Real education would stop. Only training would be al- 
lowed. 
6. What's the difference? 

All the difference there is between freedom and jail. 


7. What is “education”? 


People are “educated” when they learn to go after facts 
and to think for themselves. 


8. What is “training”? 


People are “trained” when they learn how to do a particu- 
lar thing well and can be depended on to do it. 


9. Which is better?’ 


A monkey can be “trained” but only a human being can 
be “educated.” 

A man can very well improve himself by training in some 
specialty but only if he adds that training to independent 
thinking power, the hall-mark of education. 


10. Are Communists really against education? 


Yes, but don’t take our word for it. Take theirs. The details 
here following are all from their own stuff. 
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11. What do they say? 


Here’s a quote from Lenin, founder of the Soviet state: 
“Give us the child for 8 years and it will be a Bolshevik forever.” 


12. What's a “Bolshevik”? 


The origin and history of that word tell a lot about Com- 
munism itself. The Russian word for “majority” is “bolshins- 
tvo” and the Russian for “minority” is “menshinstvo.” 

Back in 1908, when the Social Democratic Party in Russia 
was plotting revolution against the Czar, it split into two 
wings: One, led by Lenin, claimed to be the majority group 
and took the name “Bolshevik” from “bolshinstvo.” It called 
the other wing “Mensheviks” after “menshinstvo.” 

Both groups helped overthrow the Czarist regime in 1917. 
But then the Bolsheviks turned on the Mensheviks, threw 
them in jail, and set up a terroristic dictatorship. The Bolshe- 
viks changed their name to the “Russian Communist Party 
(Bolshevik )” after they took control, and they have contin- 
ued to rule under the same name as the only organized 
political group right up to the present day. 

Their headquarters are in Moscow in an 800-year-old fort 
called the “Kremlin.” The head of the party is Joseph Stalin, 
who not only commands the Communists in Russia but 
everywhere in the world, including the United States of 
America. 


13. Do you mean the Communists in this country take their 
orders from Stalin? 

Just exactly that, and every one of them knows it sooner 
or later. 
14. Then a “Bolshevik” and a “Communist” are the same 
thing in meaning, aren't they? 

Yes, and they are bad news for everybody else. 
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15. Well, what did Lenin have in mind when he said give 
him the child's first eight years? 


He meant that, given a child from its infancy, he would 
turn it into a faceless, obedient, trained Communist slave for 
life. 

16. How? 
Here's a quote from an official 1946 guide to teachers of 


kindergartens in Soviet Russia, which handle children from 
3 to 6 years of age: 


“The basic habits of Socialist life are formed during this period—order and 
discipline, friendship and comradeship among children, love of our great 
motherland, of the Communist Party, of the leaders of the people—.” 


This kindergarten program is the biggest, broadest, and 
most elaborate branch of the whole Russian school system. 
17. What actually goes on in these kindergartens? 

From the same book above quoted: 

“Here children play Red Army soldier; in their hands are little flags, on 
their uniforms and caps are the insignia of infantrymen, tankmen, sailors, and 


aviators. 
“They march in formation to the tune of a martial song.” 


18. What's the purpose of all this? 
Again, that same teachers’ handbook tells us the aim is— 


“preparation for organized and disciplined labor in higher schools, in produc- 
tion, and in the service of the Red Army.” 


19. How does that differ from our school system? 


We teach children here how to think. They teach children, 
what to think. | ie ie T 
Our kindergartens try to develop children as individuals 
so each one can have a chance to grow up into the kind of 
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citizen he best can be. Their kindergartens try to stamp each 


_ child into a fixed form so that he will serve Communism, and 


Communism alone, regardless of his own individual ambi- 
tions or instincts. 


20. Just what makes up the “school system” in America which 
the Communists want? 


There are about 201,100 schools in this country listed by 
the United States Office of Education. They teach some 31,- 
880,000 students everything from cooking to atomic physics. 

Our schools range from public to private to church owner- 
ship, and from kindergartens to colleges. 

Add to these the thousands of commercial, music, drama, 
art, business and trade schools not counted in the list above. 

Add the research centers, textbook houses, teachers’ 
unions, school supply companies, the National Education 
Association, and its affiliates. 

Each and every one would be wrecked and the pieces 
taken over. 


21. What do you mean by “wrecked”? 


Just that. One of the first things that Communists did in 
Russia when they came to power was to smash the existing 
school system. 


22. How did they do this? 


They deliberately broke down college entrance standards 
and abolished degrees like the B. A., M. A., and Ph. D. Uni- 
versities became cheap diploma mills. 

The lower schools were turned into nothing more than 
revolutionary clubs, where students were fed godless Com- 
munist slogans rather than knowledge. The teachers’ author- 
ity was destroyed and classrooms became madhouses of dis- 
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order with “student councils” deciding courses, discipline, 
and school policies. 


23. Why? 


Because the Communists knew they could never control 
the public mind until they had first smashed the school sys- 
tem as it was. 

After the break-down and explosion period, they rebuilt 
the school system into a tremendous machine for training 
rather than education. 

This was done by installing a new group of teachers loyal 
to the Communists. These were allowed new and extreme 
authority over their pupils, who in turn have become cowed, 
uniformed puppets whose main lesson is to learn to worship 
Stalin as “teacher, leader, and father.” 


24. But what about academic freedom? 


A teacher under Communism never has freedom, academic 
or otherwise. 
_ He teaches only what the Government tells him to. And. 
' police watch to see that he does so. 


` 25. Would that be so here? 


Freedom in every respect would be the first thing to go. 
Teachers bucking the system would be fired, jailed, or shot. 


26. What would they train the pupils here to do after get- 
ting the schools under their thumb as they are now in Russia? 


To obey, to love, and to hate. 


27. To obey whom? 
The best answer is from the same teachers’ guide, “Peda- 
gogy, earlier quoted: 
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“Unquestioned obedience and submission to the leader, the teacher or the 
organizer.” 


28. To love whom? 


From the same source: 
“The best people.” 


29. To hate whom? 


Says the Soviet teachers’ guide: 


“The pupils of the Soviet school must realize that the feeling of Soviet 
patriotism is saturated with irreconcilable hatred toward the enemies of 
socialist society.” 


30. Who are the “best people”? 
From that handbook again: 


“Our best men and women are banded together in our Communist Party, 
which directs the entire life of the country.” 


31. Doesn't that sound like something thought up by Hitler? 


Exactly. The Communists were at it before he was and 
they still are going strong after he has gone. Hitler imitated 
many tactics of the Communists. 


82. Who are these “enemies” the Russian Communists train 
children to hateP 


Anybody and everybody who objects to being dominated 
all his life long by the Communists. Any loyal citizen of the 
United States, for instance. 

And this training in hate is made twice as deadly by 
coupling it with formal military training for all children from 
the fourth grade up. 


83. Does any other school system teach hate in the class- 
room? 


Some have, as in Italy, Germany, and Japan. Today, people 
in those countries are paying the price. 
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84. And that’s what Communism wants to plant over here? 
Exactly the same thing. 


85. How can we stop it? 


Know Communism for what it is. Know Communists for 
what they are. Find them out, drive them out, and prosecute 
them by every means possible under the law. 

We need more law than is at present on the books in order 
to do this effectively. 


86. What do they want, anyhow? 
Power; Communists all have a craze for power. 
87. How can I tell a Communist? 


Compare his opinions of this or any other country with 
his opinions of Russia. A Communist will criticize the Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, but not Stalin. 

38. Who hangs around with the Communists? 


Mostly their fellow travelers and front organization dupes, 
but Communists themselves will go anywhere among any 
people on orders of their Party leaders. 


89. What's a “fellow traveler’? 


Someone who follows the Communist Party line without 
actually carrying a membership card. 


40. What's a “front organization”? 

Any group that knowingly works for Communist aims or 
supports Communist propaganda. 
41. Are there many around here? 


Too many. For details, write to the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities, Room 226, Old House Office Build- 
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ing, or the Department of Justice. Both have published lists 
of typical Communist fronts, from time to time. 


42, Are there many Communist fronts and fellow travelers 
in the United States school system? 


There are, and they are a deadly danger. 


43. Who says so? 


The Attorney General of the United States, and the United 
States Office of Education, to mention just two of many 
official sources. 


44, How do they work? 


Here is an example given by Dr. Harry Gideonse, president 
of Brooklyn College: 

“A Communist group at an Ohio college recently tried very hard to bring 
into its ranks a young liberal who was a Phi Beta Kappa and an officer of the 
Student Council. 

“When ideological arguments failed, he was invited to a house off the 
campus where drinks were served lavishly. He was then told he could bring 
a girl to the house any time he wanted to, provided he joined the group. 


“If he didn’t know any girls without bourgeois ideas of morality, he could 
be introduced to one.” 


45. That's just the plain old badger game that criminals use 
everywhere, isn’t itP 


Surely. The Communists excuse it on the ground that in 
war anything goes. 


46. Did you say “war”? 


That’s the Communists’ own word to describe their atti- 
tudes, thoughts, and actions. They themselves say they are 
“at war” with every person and government in the world 
that does not submit to Moscow. 
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47. What are some of their other “war” tactics on the school 
campus? 


There are many Communists and Communist sympathizers 
among actors, actresses, authors, musicians, and other artists 
whose careers are interesting and attractive to young people. 

One of the Communist Party’s most powerful devices for 
catching youth is that of using these “big name” agents to 
spark a campus rally or meeting which has as its real purpose 
the planting of Party propaganda. 


48. Do they meddle in student activities? 
Says Dr. Gideonse: 


“Perhaps the most effective tactic they employ, however, is their practice 
of espousing popular causes and protesting militantly against anything which 
they can make appear as unfair practice, exploitation or discrimination.” 


49. Do the students know what they're getting into, when 
they go to these things? 


Hardly ever. They go for the fun and excitement, usually, 
but then the loops and the snares go out and catch all too 
many. 


50. What happens to them, then? 


The girl or boy who falls under Communist influence is in 
danger of losing his whole future as an independent, Ameri- 
can citizen. 

The same applies for teachers or anybody else. 


51. Why? 


Because nobody, man, woman or child, can be a Com- 
munist and a good citizen of the United States of America 
at the same time. 
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52. Again, why? 


All Communists everywhere come under the same rule: 
Absolute obedience in all things to Party orders. Each and 
every one of these Party orders starts from the Kremlin in 
Moscow, Russia. 

No good American can surrender to that. 


53. Do any teachers in our schools actually submit to such a 
Communist dictatorship? 


Here again, read what Dr. Gideonse has to say: 


“Communist professors and teachers play an important part, of course, in 
the broad-scale campaign to convert our youth to Stalinism.” 


54. How do they work? 


By slipping propaganda into classroom work and text- 
books and by leading gullible students into Red-sponsored 
campus activities. 


55. What's biting these people, anyhow? 


= Here is at least one part of the answer given by John 
Hanna, a professor of Columbia University, who was for- 
merly with the Farm Credit Administration and chief analyst 
with the United States Courts’ Administration Office: 


“The girls’ schools and women’s colleges contain some of the most loyal 
disciples of Russia. 

“Teachers there are often frustrated females. They have gone through 
bitter struggles to attain their positions. 

“A political dogma based on hatred expresses their personal attitude.” 

Politics based on hatred and self-pity has the same appeal 


for men, too, who feel frustrated by life. 
56. Are they open in their hate? 


No. Says the same expert: 


“They can manipulate admissions and scholarships to obtain radical stu- 
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dents. They require courses that give a maximum of indoctrination. They 
favor students who follow their leadership. At the same time, they are shrewd 
enough to avoid any open affiliation with Communism.” 


57. Is this sort of thing confined to the colleges? 


Attorney General Tom C. Clark says: 


“The Federal Bureau of Investigation has learned that the Communists 
have started a campaign to recruit our children to their ideology—the younger 
they are, the better.” 


58. How about the parents? 


Richard Frank, writing in “The Communist,” an official 
Party publication, specifically directed: 
“In rural communities, teachers who are among the few educated people 


are looked up to with tremendous respect. They are in a position to become 
community leaders. | 

“As a means of mobilizing the people in the villages and countryside, steps 
should be taken to try to send Communist teachers into rural communities 
where they should become active in all community organizations. 

“The Party should work actively within Parent-Teachers’ Associations and 
all similar organizations.” 


59. How about the textbooks? 


Dr.. Ralph West Robey, Assistant Professor of Banking at 
Columbia University, made a survey of high school texts a 
few years ago with one out-and-out Marxist, one “liberal,” 
and one “conservative” scholar to help him. 

The results are plain enough for anybody to understand 
if they want to understand. 


60. What did the results show? 


That the success of the United States of America is played 
down in too many of our school books and its failures are 
played up. That the success of Soviet Russia is played up and 
its failures are played down. This is an important and much- 
used Communist device. 
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61. What sort of thing do they say about the United States? 
From the report: 


“The whole emphasis is placed on the one-third of the population who are 
underfed, rather than on the two-thirds who are well-fed. 

“The textbooks emphasize the small number of large corporations, rather 
than the large number of small ones. The authors point out the few wealthy 
people of this country rather than the fact that we have the greatest dis- 
tribution of wealth in the world.” 


62. And why shouldn't they do this? 


Because the picture of the United States of America given 
in those texts is false on its face. For all its faults, the United 
States of America today is the light and hope of the world. 
Its citizens are the envy of all the rest of mankind. People 
everywhere want to come here but nobody is leaving here to 
go to Russia or any other alleged “land of promise.” 

A true story of the United States would emphasize these 
facts and show why we have become what we are. 


63. Well, why have we? 


Because of our basic idea that each person is a free indi- 
vidual who must think and act for himself as an independent 
human being, and must not let himself become a mere cog 
in a machine. That idea has made us the richest nation the 
world has ever known. 


64. Aren't our natural resources the true source of this 
wealth? 


Certainly not. The same resources were always here, the 
same soil, timber, minerals, and metals. They never meant 
anything until somebody had the right ideas about how to 


use them. 
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65. But don’t we have MORE of all the best natural resources 
than any other people? 


No. Russia, for instance, has always had gigantic stores of 
timber, minerals, farmland, and. water power. 

The secret of it all is that, never yet, down to this day, has 
Russia made those things work as we make them work here. 


66. Why? 


Because the Communists, like the Czars before them, have 
never really given the people of the country freedom and 
encouragement to see what they could do with the things 
lying around before their very eyes. 


67, Ilaven't the Communists expanded industries and agri- 
culture tremendously’ 


They claim to have done so, but their figures and statistics 
are so unreliable that the real rate of development is un- 
known, even to themselves. Only one fact is certain. 


68. What? 


They have never been able to do enough original planning, 
development, or expansion on their own, to bring off a real 
industrial expansion equal to their needs. 

Before World War II they had to hire engineers and tech- 
nicians from the United States, England, and other countries 
to start their industrial development. Col. Hugh Cooper, the 
famous American who designed the Soviet system of power 
dams, is just one of many examples. 

Since World War II the Soviets have been copying United 
States patents, spying in United States factories, and grab- 
bing scientists and engineers from all over Europe to put real 
brains into their program. 
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- 69. What's wrong with their own brains? 


The trouble starts with the basic Communist theory that 
a man should be a cog in a machine, not an independent 
thinker on his own. 

That theory, applied in schools dominated by Commun- 
ism, turns out people who are trained but not educated. 

Result: They can’t run their country on their own, as we 
run ours. 


70. Does all that come out in Communist-influenced text- 
books? 

It does not. Instead, the authors deliberately falsify facts 
to support the fiction that the “Communist experiment” has 
been a “grand and glorious success” in the U. S. S. R. 


71. Do these books teach lies about this country too? 


Yes. For example, some give students the idea that our 
country is hopelessly ridden with economic evils. 


72. Isnt there something to it? 


There are many ways to answer that, but one ought to 
be enough. Which nation, in World War II, sent arms and 
food all over the world to failing Allies and then followed 
up with armies, navies, and air forces to Europe, Asia, Africa, 
to outposts in North and South America, and on islands 
across the seven seas—yet, at home, kept up the highest liv- 
ing standard the world has ever known? 

The United States system, as it has been and still is, need 
make no apologies to any other. 


73. What's biting these textbook writers, then? 


Communism. Whoever is touched with Communism loses 
his sense of truth as we know it. 
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74, How else have American Communists dug into the 
United States school system? 


Besides active teaching in public schools, private schools, 
and church schools, from kindergartens to colleges, they run 
some schools outright. 


75. You mean there are actually Communist schools in this 
country? 


Yes. 
76. Will you list some? 


Here are some typical examples:' 


School | Location 
Jefferson School of Social Science ...... 575 Avenue of the Americas, New 
York, N. Y. 
Jefferson School Annexes: 
Brighton Beach Annex ....... 3200 Coney Island Ave., Brook- 
, N.Y. 
Brownsville Annex .......... 108 Watkins St., Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Tremont Annex ...........6. 868 East 180th St., Bronx, N. Y. 
Allerton Annex ..........06- 649 Britton St., Bronx, N. Y. 
Philadelphia School of Social Science and 
ATE iis hee ease EEES 1704 Walnut St., ager it ann Pa. 
People’s Educational Center .......... ai Vine St., Hollywood, 
Calif. 
California Labor School .............. 216 ae St., San Francisco, 
Calif. 
ADMCK sil cwineecng Ones e keno neces 112 West 9th St., Los Angeles, 
Calif. 
ANNES. iw 24sok sensei uote nine 2030 Broadway, Oakland, Calif. 
ATER EE ea borke ea tees ews 560 Manlo Dr., Palo Alto, Calif. | 


Walt Whitman School of Social Science.. 17 William St., Newark, N. J. 

George Washington Carver School ..... 57 West 125th St., New York, N. Y. 
1 At the present time, only the Jefferson School of Social Science, Califor- 

nia Labor School, Seattle Pacific Northwest Labor School, and School of Jew- 


ish Studies are ei Repeated exposure of their Communist nature has un-~ ~ 


doubtedly forced the others to suspend operations, but there is little doubt 
that all will reopen again at the first sign of favorable opportunity, whether 
under the same name or another. Right now, the work of the People’s Educa- 
tional Center in Los Angeles is being carried on by a branch of the California 
Labor School of San Francisco. 
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School . Location 


Seattle Pacific Northwest Labor School 
(formerly called Seattle Labor School) 309 Second Ave. North, Seattle, 


Wash. 
Samuel Adams School .......eeceeees 37 Province St., Boston 8, Mass. 
Abraham Lincoln School .......-.0+: 180 West Washington St., Chi- 
Annexes: cago 2, Ill. 
South Side Annex ..........- 4448 — Michigan Ave., Chi- 
cago, Il. | 
ANNEX eee i 1225 South Independence. 
ANNEX ... cc cecccccccscceess 2409 North Halsted. 
School of Jewish Studies ..........646. 575 Avenue of the Americas, 


Room 301, New York City. 
Ohio School of Social Science and Art ... 1735 Euclid Ave., Cleveland 15, 


Ohio. 
Tom Paine School .......cccccesceces New Rochelle, Westchester, N. Y. 
Tom Paine School of Social Science ..... Academy of Music, Philadelphia, 
Pa. 


77. Some of those schools are named after very famous Amer- 
icans, aren't they? 

Sure. The Communists started early in the 1930's hiding 
behind the claim that their program is just the United States 
Revolution of 1776 brought up to date—a typical Communist 
propaganda lie. 

78. Who attends these schools? l 

Chiefly grown people. Most classes are held at night to 
attract older people. But there are also childrens classes 
and summer-camp projects for young and old alike. 


79. What do they teach? 


Such courses as history, economics, public speaking, art, 


drama, and music—all Communist corrupted. = 


80. Is any of it on the level at all? 


No. Every course is just so much window dressing for 
Soviet theory and propaganda. 
The whole thing is aimed at luring loyal Americans into 
becoming Communists. 
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81. Are these the only Communist schools? 


No. The Communist Party, U. S. A., also has a network of 
secret schools, called section, district, and national training 
schools, in which promising Communists are trained to be 
leaders in the conspiracy to betray and capture America. 


82. What is the Lenin School?P 


The highest college of Communist training. You might say 
its graduates are all Ph.D.’s of Communism. 


83. Where is it located? 


Moscow, Russia. 


84. What goes on there? 


Carefully selected Communists from the United States and 
other countries get a free course in factory sabotage, bomb- 
making, kidnaping, train-wrecking, mutiny, civil warfare, 
espionage, infiltration, and other methods of wrecking a 
country. 


85. What do you mean “wreck” a country? 


The Communist plan for world domination starts with the 
basic thought that no people will ever submit to Communism 
without a struggle. 

So the top members of the Party in Russia train agents in 
ways to paralyze a nation from within and capture it, how 
to destroy its comeback chance, and then how to drive it 
in Communist harness. 


86. How many Americans are Lenin School “graduates”? 


An estimated 800 American Communists have been trained 
there and returned to the United States. 
[ 208 ] 


COMMUNISM AND EDUCATION 


They serve as the high officers of a secret army now being 
drilled to overthrow our Government. 


87. What about Communist Youth groupsP 


A vitally important instrument of the Communist Party 
in its plot to get control of America. 


88. What is their purpose? 


To recruit and train young people for the Communist 


Party. 


89. Can you name some of these? 


Here are a few which have been declared subversive by 
the Attorney General, the Committee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities, or some other official investigating agency: 


American Student Union 
American Youth Congress 
American Youth for a Free World 
American Youth for Democracy 
California Youth Legislature 


Connecticut State Youth Conference 


Council of Young Southerners 

Friends of the Campus 

International Union of Students 

Karl Marx Society of Brooklyn Col- 
lege 

League of Young Southerners 

Los Angeles Youth Committee Against 
Universal Military Training 

Marxist Study Club of City College 
of New York 

Model Youth Legislature of Northern 
California (1939) 

National Student League 


National Youth Assembly Against 
Universal Military Training 

Socialist Youth League 

Southern Negro Youth Congress 


-Student Congress Against War 


Student Rights Association 

Sweethearts of Service Men 

Town Meeting of Youth 

United Youth Committee Against 
Lynching 

World Federation of Democratic 
Youth 

World Youth Council 

Young Communist League 

Young People’s Records 

Young Pioneers of America 

Young Progressive Citizens’ Commit- 


ee 
Young Workers League 


90. How else do they serve the Communist Party? 


Through strikes—marches—lobbies—rallies—petitions—for 
the benefit of things the Communists want. 
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91. Do they admit Communist control? — 


Practically never. 

For example, the Young Communist League today goes by 
the name of American Youth for Democracy, in order to trap 
loyal young Americans into its ranks. 


92. How important is the AYDP 


Just consider this! It is the American branch of the World 
Federation for Democratic Youth which is an international 
Russian-controlled movement to turn the youth of the world 
to Communism. 


93. What about the Wallace youth groups? 
More tools of the Communist Party. — 


94. But the Wallace movement has flopped, hasnt it? 


Figure it out for yourself. Henry Wallace was Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States from 1941 through 1944, and, 
therefore, within one heartbeat of the highest office in the 
land. In 1948 he was candidate for President and polled 
more than 1,000,000 votes, with the Communist organization 
using him as its mouthpiece. 

Communism gained new recruits through the Wallace 
campaign, made new contacts, and tapped fresh money. The 
largest vote ever cast for Communism in this country was 
registered in 1948 behind Wallace’s name. 


95. Are Communists very active in teachers’ unions? 


Yes. For instance, the American Federation of Teachers 
(A. F. L.) in 1941 expelled three of its New York City teach- 
ers’ unions, with 8,000 members, because the locals were 
Communist-controlled. 
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96. Do many of our teachers play the Communist game? 


The files of our Committee, running back over a ten-year 
period, show that the Communists have always found the 
teaching group the easiest touch of all the professional classes 
for actual Party zealots and fellow travelers. 


97. What attracts so many learned men and w women to sl 
a murderous and destructive cause? = = wie de a 


Sometimes it is frustration. Sometimes it is greed or love 
of power. Sometimes it is misplaced idealism. But ask them. 


al 


See if they can give you a good reason for having faith in 


Communism or any of its works. 


98. Are people doing anything about all this? — 


In some places. 

For instance, Ohio State University faculty members are 
now required to sign the equivalent of non-Communist aff- 
davits. Then, too, in New Jersey, California, Michigan, and 
Washington State, among others, local authorities have be- 
gun investigations of Communist infiltration of schools. 


99. Is this sort of thing suppressing academic freedom? 


Certainly not. People who demand freedom to teach Com- 
munism are demanding the right to teach murder, robbery, 
revolution, treachery, and disaster. They cannot justify any 
such demand on any grounds of law, morals, common sense, 
or reason. 


100. What can I doP 


FIRST, know the facts. 

SECOND, work in your own Guno to get rid of Com- 
munists and Communist influences, whether in the school 
system or anywhere else. 
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THIRD, be prepared to face accusations of “witch-hunt- 
ing,” “Red-baiting,” “textbook burning,” and “strangling aca- 
demic freedom.” 

These are all standard smears in the Communist propa- 
ganda routine. 

ABOVE ALL, remember that whatever you do you must 
always keep the Constitution of the United States in one 
hand and common sense in the other. The object here is 
NOT to destroy academic freedom. It is to STOP COMMUN- 
ISM before it destroys us. The Communists CAN be stopped 
under our system of laws and MUST be. 
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Communism and Labor 


“ 


... no labor organization can be free under Communism be- 
cause it is compelled to subordinate the interests of the workers 
to those of the Communist Party.”—William Green, President, 
American Federation of Labor. 


Ir you work for a living, there are some facts here you should 
know. They deal with the future of your job security, work- 
ing conditions, pay, and union membership, if any. 

The aim of Communism is to take control of all these and 
end forever your chance of living as a free citizen. The aim 
of this series is to tell you just how Communism works in- 
side the labor movement and what you can do about it. 


1. Is this series an attack on the unions? 


No. Read it through and see for yourself. 


2. Well, aren't the unions being investigated by your com- 
mittee? 


No. Investigating unions, as such, is NOT the committee's 
job, and so the committee does not do it. 

The House Committee on Un-American Activities was 
started on its way May 20, 1938, with instructions from the 
United States House of Representatives to expose people and 
organizations attempting to destroy this country. That is 
still its job, and to that job it sticks. 
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3. But haven't I read that its work is just a disguised attack 
on the unions? 

You may have, but that doesn’t change the facts which you 
can check in detail by looking at the printed record of 10 
years hearings now on the shelves of the Library of Congress. 


4, What does the record showP 


The first witness ever to appear before the committee was 
one of its agents who had joined the German-American Bund 
to expose Nazi activity in the U. S. A., and the first committee 
witness against Communism was a prominent labor leader. 

More than 25,000 pages of testimony have been taken by 
the committee. These deal with Nazi, Fascist, and Commu- 
nist activities. When the Nazi movement in the U. S. A. was in 
its hey-day in 1938, committee investigations were instru- 
mental in sending the ring-leaders to jail. Communism was 
a problem then and remains one now. The committee has 
continuously exposed its workings—within the secret circles 
of the Party itself, as well as in the Government, trade-unions, 
schools, movies, and other fields. 


5. Why worry about Communists in the unions, especially? 


Because Communists know control of unions will provide 
a main key to take control of a country. 


6. Who was your first witness against Communism? 

John P. Frey, president of the Metal Trades Department, 
American Federation of Labor. His testimony was given 
August 18, 15, and 16, 1938, and can be found now on pages 
91 to 277 of volume I of the committee hearings. 


7. What did he say?’ 


He warned American labor that unless it keeps free of 
Communist encirclement it will one day find itself working 
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for a tyranny that “menaces the structure and form of our 
Government.” 


8. Is that all? 


No. He filled 186 pages with names, dates, and details to 
back up a charge that Communism had already begun to dig 
into American unions. 

Frey described Communist penetration of unions in the 
U. S. A., England, France, and Italy. He warned that over 
here the central organization of the Congress of Industrial 
Organizations, National Maritime Union, and United Auto 
Workers were especially vulnerable and headed for trouble. 


9. How did his predictions pan out? 


His forecasts proved all too accurate. Communism’s grip 
on the labor movement in France and Italy lasted even 
through the war and German occupation and has become, 
since 1946, a threat to world peace. 

In Britain, Communism has been a drain and burden upon 
even a Socialist government’s atempts to hold trade-union- 
ism in line with national policy. 

In the U. S. A. the organizations above mentioned have 
each and every one had a knock-down and drag-out internal 
fight with Communism. The cost to them and to the Nation 
was enormous. And let it be remembered they were not the 
only unions to have terrible internal fights with Communism; 
and remember, also, the fight is not yet over. 


10. What do the Communists want? 

To dominate your life from the cradle to the grave, in every 
detail. 
11. Suppose I don’t want that? 


They won't ask your approval, if they ever get control. 
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12. How do they plan to get control? 


By aggressive war, internal revolution, fraud, trick, corrup- 
tion of public self-confidence. Any way at all. 7 


13. If they should get control what would happen to my 
union? 

It would be wiped out as a union—contract, treasury, con- 
stitution, and all. Instead of the union being your agent to 
bargain a contract for your wages and working conditions, 
it would become part of the Communist power over you. 


14. Couldn’t we just strike, as we do now, for better condi- 
tions or higher pay? 
Not a chance. 


15. Why not? 


Because the Government, instead of stepping in to protect 
your right to strike, would send soldiers around with guns, 
to kill you. 


16. Kill ME, personally? 
To kill you, personally. 


17. But isn’t Communism supposed to help the working man? 


Communism has governed Russia now for more than 30 
years, and since 1945 has spread its power over most of Europe 
and Asia. The record is too plain to fool anybody any longer. 

Communism, on the evidence of its own works, grinds 
down the workingman. It does not lift him up. It does not 
free him. It makes him a slave of the state. 


18. Isn't that what they said about the Nazis? 


It is and it was true, too. Both systems are the same for 
the workingman. 
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19. How are they alike? 


Under each the Government runs everything, the whole 
country is taxed to poverty, worked in slavery, and the profits 
all go to the party in power. 


20. Why can’t they be voted out? 


In Nazi Germany there was only one political party in the 
_country—Hitler’s. In Communist Russia there is only one 
political party in the country—Stalin’s. The Nazis were and 
the Communists are a strictly organized military machine 
in control of all the weapons and all the power. 


21. Why are some people like that? 


Some people have an overpowering urge to command. 
Other people sometimes forget to check them until too late. 
Our problem here and now is to check the Communists. 


22. How, incidentally, can you TELL a Communist? 


Get him in an argument about the United States. He can 
tell you plenty of things wrong with this country. But ask 
him to tell you what’s wrong with Russia. Even the slickest 
Communist will sooner or later give himself away on that 
one. Particularly watch what he says about Stalin. 


23. Is everybody a Communist who criticizes the United 
States? 

Of course not, but Communists and their dupes make a 
career of it. 
24. Is everybody a Communist who defends Russia? 


Oh, no. Some of the loudest Russia lovers are only fellow 
travelers and members of Communist fronts. 
[ 217 ] 


THE RED PLOT AGAINST AMERICA 
25. What is a fellow traveler? 
Someone who does the Communist Party’s work without 
carrying a Party card. 
26. What's a Communist front? 
An organization that promotes Communist causes. 


27. How can I recognize one? 


Basically, by its attitude toward the United States in its 
dealings with Communists, Communism, and Russia. The 
more you study the Communist movement the easier it is to 
spot them, for they all have the habit of using the same 
language and promoting the same propaganda line. 

However, this committee, the Department of Justice, and 
other official agencies issue from time to time lists of Com- 
munist-front organizations and outright Party groups. 

Following are typical ones which are now or have been 
particularly trying to influence the ranks of American labor: 
* American Committee for European Workers’ Relief 
American Federation of Labor Trade Union Committee for 

Unemployment Insurance and Relief 
American Labor Party 
* American Negro Labor Congress 
* American Polish Labor Council 
Bronx Victory Labor Committee 
* California Labor School 
Emergency Trade Union Conference to Aid Spanish Democ- 

racy 
Farm Research 
Greater New York Committee for Employment 
*International Labor Defense 


* Asterisks denote organizations cited as Communist dominated by the 
Attorney General and/or the Committee on Un-American Activities. Organ- 
izations not so marked have been cited by the committee only. 
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*International Workers Order 

Joint Committee for Trade Union Rights 

King-Connor-Ramsey Defense Committee 

*Labor Research Association 

National Congress for Unemployment and Social Insurance 

*Negro Labor Victory Committee 

New York Trade Union Committee to Free Earl Browder 

"Revolutionary Workers League 

*Seattle Labor School 

*Socialist Workers Party 

Trade Union Advisory Committee 

Trade Union Committee on Industrial Espionage 

Trade Union Committee to Put America Back to Work 

*Trade Union Educational League 

*Trade Union Unity League 

Unemployed Councils and Leagues 

Washington (D. C.) C. I. O. Committee to Reinstate Helen 
Miller 

*Workers Alliance 

* Workers Party of America 

Workers School of New York City 

Workmen’s Educational Association 

Young Workers Leagues 


28. Well, getting back to Russia, do they have unions over 
there at all? 


Yes, as Government whips to lay across the workers’ backs. 


29. Will you tell how? 


Better than that, let Victor Kravchenko, an escaped Rus- 
sian Government official, tell you. Here is his sworn testi- 
mony to this Committee: 


* Asterisks denote organizations cited as Communist dominated by the 
Attorney General and/or the Committee on Un-American Activities. Organ- 
izations not so marked have been cited by the committee only. 
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The local party (Communist) organization, that is through the bureau of 
the Party, elects one of its suitable members to become president of the 
trade-union. Generally speaking, the Soviet trade-unions have to see that the 
workers execute the program. 


80. You mean the union helps boss the employees, instead of 
helping the employees get better wages and working condi- 
tions? 

Kravchenko answers that the union’s job is to see— 


that strict discipline is maintained, that there will be NO strikes, that the 
workers work for wages established by the central government, that the work- 
ers carry out all the decisions, resolutions, et cetera, of the Party. 


31. Doesn't that mean the trade-unions in Russia are really 


run from the outside by the Communist Party instead of from 
the inside by the union members? 


Kravchenko answers that: 


In other words, the Soviet trade-unions function politically, economically, 
and intellectually like brokers or intermediaries between the Party and people. 


32. What happens if a Russian wants to quit his job? 
Kravchenko again: 


Every citizen in the Soviet union has a passport. On the passport is his 
photograph. There is also a special page on which a stamp is put which indi- 
cates the place, date, and type of employment. 

If you leave your job in one factory and go to another without the permis- 
sion of your director you will be prosecuted under the law for violation of the 
law prohibiting unauthorized change of employment. This refers not only to 
laborers but to any kind of employee. 

For a complete story on working conditions in Communist 
Russia, read “I Chose Freedom” by Victor Kravchenko. You 


should find it in any public library. 


33. Was it always this way? 


No. When the Communists started out in 1917, they kidded 
the public into thinking that everything would be free and 
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easy. They softened up the unions particularly by making 
them appear to have a big say in the management of industry. 

There have been three big shifts of the gears in Commu- 
nist control of labor that tell it all. 


34, What was the first step? 


That was what you might call the honeymoon between the 
Communists and the people, from 1917 to 1931. 

At the very beginning, the Communists promised that re- 
gardless of skill or individual ability, everybody would get 
the same pay, same food, same clothes, and same treatment. 
A very elaborate paper program of holidays, sick leave, un- 
employment insurance, and pensions was drawn up. 


35. Did it last? 


Naturally not. The honeymoon began to come apart in a 
hurry, but the public didn’t get the full bad news in plain 
language until about 1931, when the second step was taken. 


86. What was thatP 


Stalin in that year announced a “six point program” of in- 
dustrial policy, as the key to success in the first 5-year plan 
of expansion. 

Any American workingman can understand what Stalin 
had in mind on learning that he ordered an end to “interfer- 
ence by workers, factory committees, and unions with the 
operation of plants.” 


87. Did he put in a new system? 


That he did. Plant managers were given personal power 
over their help, but on the other hand they were held per- 
sonally responsible for success. If they hit the mark set by 
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their own bosses, they got bonuses and promotions. If they 
missed they got—not fired—BUT LIQUIDATED. 

Workers were switched to piece rates and put on speed- 
ups, wherever possible. Instead of all wages being the same, 
differences in pay for differences in production were glorified. 

Stalin called for a 110 percent increase in manufacturing 
productivity, 75 percent increase in transportation, and 60 
percent in construction. He laid on the whip to get it. 


88. How? 


For instance, a man more than 20 minutes late for work 
could get as much as six months at “corrective labor” in pun- 
ishment. A penalty was laid on for absenteeism, loafing on 
the job, or taking too long at meals. The workers had no way 
out, for their unions were powerless to help them. 


39. Then what happened? 


That's where phase 8 of the workingman’s life under Com- 
munism came in with the case of Alexei Stakhanov. 


40. What's that? 


Alexei Stakhanov was a coal miner in the Donetz Basin, 
the region of Russia that compares with our own western 
Pennsylvania or West Virginia. The Communists dug him 
up in 1933 or 1934 and made him a propaganda hero. All he 
did, if anything, was to hit on some ideas of dividing up 
work and making each motion count for more production 


than before. 


41. Isn't that just the old speed-up trick? 


American industry has been working for many years to 
show how a shovel, a pick, or a machine can be handled to 
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get more out of it than before and to make labor less burden- 
some. 

The difference between that and the way the Communists 
used Stakhanov is something that should interest any Ameri- 
can union member. 


42. What was that? 


Well, in 1985, a “Congress of Stakhanovites” was called in 
Moscow with Stalin presiding. These “Stakhanovites” were 
a hand-picked group of Communist Party agents from all 
industries and all sections of the country chosen specifically 
to set a production pace far above the average man’s ability. 
They were given a big time in Moscow, told the country’s 
fate depended on them, and then sent back home to spread 
the “gospel’—that hard work would thereafter be harder than 
ever. 

Stakhanovites began to go up the ladder both in the Com- 
munist Party and in actual factory management. Eventually 
the most severe Stakhanov speed-up policies became factory 
standards, that punished anybody falling behind. But wages 
did not keep up with production. 


43, What did the unions do then? 


Just what the management told them—To produce or else. 


44, Who was the management? 


The Communist Party, which runs everything in Russia. 
It runs the Government, the factories, the schools, the hospi- 
tals, the churches, the homes, the work and the play of the: 
people, from cradle to grave. 

In Russia, the Communist Party has a monopoly on deci- 
sions. It does the thinking and everybody else does the work- 
ing. The Communists make policy. The people take the con- 
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sequences. The Communists enjoy the profits and the public 
pays the bill. 


45. That is some change, isn’t it, from the old honeymoon 
the workers started on back in 1917-18 when Communism 
had just come to power? 


You said it. 


46. What made the change? 


Ask the Communists. The fact remains that not for the 
past 20 years have unions in Russia had any influence on man- 
agement, nor any power to make collective bargains for 
workers, change any working conditions, or fix their wages. 

In addition, the Russian government has thrown 14,000,- 
000 to 20,000,000 men and women into slave labor camps, 
where they are forced to work inhumanly long hours at hard 
tasks under barbarous conditions. These slaves are mostly 
politicians, farmers, priests, et cetera, whose only “crime” 
was disagreement with the Communists. 


47, And that's what Communism would do for us over here, 
if it could? 

That’s what it did in Russia, even before World War II, 
and has done since in countries it has captured in Europe 
and Asia. It would do the same here. 


48, How can Communism be stopped, here? 


First, detect the Communists at work around you. Second, 
expose them and all their connections. Third, wherever pos- 
sible, force their prosecution under the laws of our country. 


49. What do Communists go after in an American union? 


Key jobs, such as president, business agent, secretary, 
treasurer, or counsel at law. They almost never stay down 
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in the rank and file except on orders to hide out there for 
the particular purpose of sniping at the union officers if 
these are all anti-Communist. 


50. Why don’t they all try for union president? 


The president of a union is usually too public a figure for 
effective work as a Communist. The real power, day by day, 
lies in monopolizing the jobs around the president. 


5l. Do Communists join unions to improve the conditions 
of the workingman? 


They join specifically to make all unions, in the words of 
Stalin, “schools of Communism.” That covers everything. 


52. Suppose there is a conflict between the union's interest 
and the Communist Party's orders? . 


The Communist Party comes first in every Communist’s 
life. You have to bear in mind that when anybody joins the 
Communist Party he becomes literally a soldier in a “class 
war,” as the Communists call it. 


53. What do you mean by “war”? 


The Communists consider themselves actually at war with 
every person and every government in the world that does 
not take orders from Moscow. They, themselves, live under 
a “class war” discipline more strict than our Army, Navy, or 
Marines do. 


54. How could they help their class war by wrecking a 


union? 


Take the case of a general strike. Communists try to orga- 
nize these on the slightest excuse, regardless of the effect 
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on the union movement as a whole, on the survival of unions 
crushed by the consequences, and regardless of the whole- 
sale suffering and hardship brought down upon working 
families in the process. Their theory is that the more misery 
they can cause in the present the easier it will be for them 
to grab control in the future. 


55. What role is played in the union movement by Com- 
munist lawyers? 


They often serve as the direct channel between the Com- 
munist Party and the union. Although not elected by the 
membership and not responsible to it, they often exercise 
monopoly control of collective bargaining and union policy. 

They are responsible for all kinds of legal tricks to per- 
petuate the control of Communist officials and stifle all oppo- 
sition. : 


56. What union role is played by a Communist accountant 
or treasurer? 


He knows the most intimate details of union money and is 
in a position to report the most confidential information to 
the Communist Party. Also he can cover up Communist use 
of union money. 


57. How can the union treasury be used for Communist pur- 
poses? 


Through contributions to Communist organizations or in- 
dividuals, who siphon off funds to Communist use either di- 
rectly or through Communist-dominated printing plants, 
meeting halls, newspapers (for advertising), front organiza- 
tions, or to “entertainers” supporting Communist campaigns 
for “justice” to somebody or other. 
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58. How does a Communist educational director operate in 
a union? 


He conducts Communist propaganda courses and invites 
Communist speakers to address union members. He presents 
Communist films and entertainment. He recruits members 
for the Communist Party. He trains selected personnel for 
intelligence and sabotage service. He popularizes Communist 
literature in the union library. 


59. How does a Communist editor slant a union paper? 


By printing articles from Communist writers. By giving a 
Communist twist to editorials and news items. By advertis- 
ing and supporting Communist activities and organizations. 
By reviewing Communist books. By employing Communist 
cartoonists. You can tell by the way he compares U. S. and 
Russian affairs. 


60. What post do the Communists try to capture in a shop? 


Shop steward. This is important because it gives the Com- 
munist an opportunity to manufacture grievances, to incite 
strikes, distribute Communist literature, and collect funds 
for Communist purposes and engage in spying. Actually he 
is aiming to make “every factory a fortress” for Communism, 
as advised by Lenin. 


61. Do the Communists rig union elections? 
Plenty. Just before the election they railroad through a 


nominations committee stacked with Communists and sym- 
pathizers, and put over an “approved” slate of nominees with 
but one choice for each office printed on the ballot. 
Opposition candidates are often framed on false charges 
of violating union rules, nonpayment of dues, etc. Ballots are 
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premarked and forged. A committee of Communist stooges 
counts the ballots in secret. 


62. How can they do these things, if they are in the minority? 


It's easy, if you let them. They come to meetings carefully 
organized. They throw in at the beginning a long list of 
objections and proposals to change the regular order of busi- 
ness, whatever it may be. 

They keep it up until the opposition wears out, scatters, 
gets tired, and goes home. Then they slam through their real 
plans and the next day the majority wakes up to find itself 


committed to something it never had in mind. 


63. Can you tell me what a “Communist diamond” isP 


One of their operating formations. They look at a union 
hall as a battlefield. One Communist unit takes the front row, 
center. One sits half way back on the right side. One, half way 
back on the left side. The fourth unit takes the back row, 
center. 

They actually form a four-point diamond that way, cover- 
ing the hall. 


64. What then? 


The four units work on signals just like a baseball team. 
They hiss, boo, make motions, shout down opposition, start 
fights, yell “Fire,” or do whatever their boss on the scene 
directs. You would be surprised how much trouble a small 
number of disciplined rioters can make that way, unless 
you ve seen it work. 


65. Can anybody do anything about it? 

Sure. Put your own diamond in their places, take the play 
away from them, wear the Communists down instead of let- 
ting them wear you down. 
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66. How do they get into a union in the first place? 


Here is a description by David Dubinsky, a very successful 
union leader who has had to slap the Communists down, first- 
hand: 


The Communist technique is simple. The Party agent forms acquaintance 
of a member of a union which is marked for capture. They form a “cell” or 
“fraction” of a few like-minded members. With the help of the Party agent 
a program is prepared. Naturally, it follows the Communist Party line. 


67. What then? 
Says Dubinsky: 


The innocent is introduced to an important Party functionary or well-known 
Party speaker; he is taken to cocktail parties and dances and no time is lost in 
introducing him to attractive partners. The next scene is at the union meeting. 


At the meeting, the Communist fraction takes over and 
wears down the majority, as described in the answers to the 
questions just above. 


68. Well, don’t they do some good just the same? 
Let Dubinsky, the labor leader, answer that: 


The Communists refer to themselves as the “vanguard of labor.” Nothing 
could be further from the truth. They have disrupted many unions with their 
factional quarrels and have left in their wake many saddened and disillusioned 
members, destroyed businesses, and blasted hopes. Far from being “progres- 
N Ri they claim, they are really “dynamic reactionaries” as someone has 
c em. 


69. Can you give an example of a union ruined by Commu- 
nism? 
Let Dubinsky tell it, again: 


Although our union is free of the Communist menace today it was not al- 
ways so. In 1926 the Communist Party, through its demagogic propaganda 
and exaggerated promises, was able to attract many of our members. It thus 
managed. to obtain control of our New York organization and succeeded in 
plunging the coat and suit industry into a general strike. 

It took 10 years for us to recover from the criminal and stupid Communist- 
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led strike of 1926 which cost $4,500,000 and left in its wake a chaotic indus- 
' try and a crippled union. 


70. Is it possible to throw the Communists out of control, once 
they have wormed into a union? 


It is no easy job. The founder of Communist government in 
Russia was Nikolai Lenin and his word to this day is sacred 
to Communists. He laid down the rule to: 


agree to any sacrifices and even if need be to resort to all sorts of stratagems, 
artifices, illegal methods, to evasions and subterfuges, only so as to get into the 
trade-unions, to remain in them and to carry on Communist work within them 
at all costs. 


But they CAN be defeated if you work hard enough. 


71. Could a union refuse membership or office to a Commun- 
istP 

All it has to do is to make Communist Party membership 
contrary to the union constitution and enforce that clause. 
The law of the United States can be used to help do that. If 
your union lawyer doesn't have the information on that, tell 
him to get it from the Government. 


72. What unions have the Communists controlled? 


In 1944, the Committee on Un-American Activities found 
the following unions to have “Communist leadership . . . 
strongly entrenched”: 

American Communications Association (CIO) 
International Federation of Architects, Engineers, Chemists, 
and Technicians (CIO) 
International Fur and Leather Workers Union (CIO) 
International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union 
(CIO) 
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International Union of Fishermen and Allied Workers of 
America (CIO) 

International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
(CIO) 

International Woodworkers of America (CIO) 

Marine Cooks and Stewards Association of the Pacific Coast 
(CIO) 

National Maritime Union of America (CIO) 

State, County, and Municipal Workers 
of America (CIO) Merger. to om 


United Federal Workers of America United Public Work- 
(CIO) ers of America 


Transport Workers Union of America (CIO) 

United Cannery, Agricultural, Packing, and Allied Workers of 
America (CIO) 

United Electrical, Radio, and Machine Workers of America 
(CIO) 

United Farm Equipment and Metal Workers of America 
(CIO) 

United Furniture Workers of America (CIO) 

United Gas, Coke, and Chemical Workers of America (CIO) 

United Office and Professional Workers of America (CIO) 

United Packinghouse Workers of America (CIO) 

United Shoe Workers of America (CIO) 

United Stone and Allied Products Workers of America (CIO) 


73. Are all these unions still under Communist leadership? 


Some have belatedly tried to clean out the Communists— 
notably the Transport Workers Union under the aggressive 
direction of its president, Michael Quill. But in a number of 
these, such as the powerful United Electrical Workers’, and 
Longshoremen’s Unions, Communists are still in the saddle. 

[231] 


THE RED PLOT AGAINST AMERICA 


74, What would the Communists do in the event of war be- 
tween the United States and the Soviet Union? 


They say themselves that they would “stop the manufac- 
ture and transport of munitions,” as well as “the transport 
of all other materials essential to the conduct of war through 
mass demonstrations, picketing, and strikes.” They would try 
to “stall the (American) war machine in its tracks.” 


75. Have the Communists ever carried out such a policy in 
the United States? 


Yes, during the Stalin-Hitler pact (1939-41) they caused 
terrible strikes that delayed U. S. rearmament. For example, 
Allis-Chalmers, Milwaukee; International Harvester, Harvill 
plant in Los Angeles; Vultee Aircraft, North American Avia- 
tion, Los Angeles; Aluminum Co. of America, Cleveland; 
the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers at Trona, Calif., and in 
Connecticut brass factories, all were led out by the Commu- 
nists. 


76. What could the above cited American Communications 
Association do in case of war? 


This outfit is in our cable offices and in the radio control 
rooms of our merchant ships and commercial airfields. They 
could garble messages so as to sink ships, wreck planes, tap 
intelligence channels, and isolate us from the rest of the 
world. 


77. Would the International Longshoremen’s and Ware- 
housemen's Union give us anything to worry about? 
This has 75,000 members. They have effective control of 
many ports in the U. S. A. and more than once have used it to 
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paralyze shipping. Communist domination of this union in 
wartime could wreck the whole U. S. fighting power. 


78. What could the Transport Workers Union do? 


Paralyze bus, subway and trolley transportation in some 
of our largest cities. Without transportation, life in these cities 
would come to a standstill. 

This union, which claims 100,000 members, could also tie 
up some of our most important air lines. 


79. How about the United Electrical, Radio, and Machine 
Workers of America? 


The leading electrical and machine plants, manufacturing 
important parts for guns, tanks, torpedoes, range finders, 
sound detectors, altimeters, gyroscopes, aerial cameras, mo- 
tors, and other vital equipment, are at its mercy. 

- The union, which claims 600,000 members, is banned from 
representing our Nation’s atomic workers. 


80. Surely the United Public Workers of America would not 
be a menace, would it? 


There are 15,000 members of this union in the Panama 
Canal Zone, alone. Many of the other 71,000 members are 
stationed at navy yards, arsenals, experimental stations, the 
State Department, and throughout our Government agencies. 


81. Well, how do you know Communism has any power in 
any of these listed unions? 


Because of the men who hold positions of critical influence 
in them. | 
On the following page are some examples of Communist 
officers. 
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Name 


International Longshoremen’s & 
Warehousemen’s Union, CIO. 

International Fur and Leather 
Workers’ Union, CIO. 


Harry Bridges ... 


Samuel Burt ..... 


Philip M. Connelly| Los Angeles CIO Council ..... 
Julius Emspak ...| United Electrical, Radio and Ma- 
chine Workers of America, 


CIO. 

United Public Workers of Amer- 
ica, CIO. 

International Fur and Leather 
Workers’ Union, CIO. 

International Fur and Leather 
Workers’ Union, CIO. 

Food, Tobacco, Agricultural and 
Allied Workers’ Union of 
America, CIO. 

United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers of America, 
CIO. 

United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers of America, 
CIO. 

International Fur and Leather 
Workers’ Union, CIO. 


Abram Flaxer .... 
Julius Fleiss 
Ben Gold 
Donald Henderson 


(E E E 


James Lustig .... 
James Matles .... 


Irving Potash .... 


William Sentner ..| United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers of America, 
CIO. 

International Union of Mine, Mill 


and Smelter Workers, CIO. 


Maurice Travis .. 


Office? 

President. 

Vice president; also 
manager, Joint Board 
of Fur Dressers and 
Dyers. 

Secretary-treasurer. 

Secretary. 

President. 


Business agent, Furri- 
ers Joint Council. 
President. 


Do. 
Representative, Dis- 
trict 4, 


National organizational 
director. 


Vice president; also 
manager, Furriers 
Joint Council of 
New York. 


President, District 8. 


Secretary-treasurer. 


* Offices listed above were held by the men in question as recently as the 
year 1948. If there have been any changes, they have not come to the com- 


mittee’s notice. 
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82, How else? 


Because these unions not only endorse Communist aims in 
union matters but also in matters of United States national 


policy. 


83. Can you give some examples? 


During the Stalin-Hitler Pact, Joseph Selley, president of 
the American Communications Association, CIO, led a move- 
ment against U. S. armaments, saying “Don't give us any 
baloney about ‘patriotism’ and ‘national defense.” 

Harry Bridges in 1934 won the high praise of the Commu- 
nist International for involving the International Longshore- 
men’s and Warehousemen’s Union in a general strike. 

The Transport Workers Union has just won a violent in- 
ternal struggle for power led by President Michael Quill 
against John Santo, former International Organization Di- 
rector, who is subject to deportation proceedings for being a 
member of an organization “advocating and teaching the 
overthrow by force and violence of the government of the 
United States.” 

We could multiply this many times. 


84. Do you hold the rank and file of these unions responsible 
for the actions of a few individuals? 


The rank and file allow such men to command them. 

Of course, we do not indict all the members of any union 
as Communistic just on that account, but we do call their 
attention to the things that are being done in their name. 

The responsibility for cleaning up their unions rests pri- 
marily upon them and with courageous, patriotic action they 
can always throw the Communists out. 
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85. Just the same, isn’t Communism a working-class move- 
ment? 


Absolutely not. It is a revolutionary movement. 

A working-class movement seeks to better the state of labor. 
This revolutionary movement seeks to destroy things as they 
are, with the aim to seize power and put it in the hands of one 
political party—the Communist Party. 


86. But don’t Communists promise that when they get power 
they will hand it over to the workers? 


Yes, they promise that. Now point to one place in the world 
where they have lived up to that promise. There is none, of 
Course. 

The standard of living in Russia under Communism is 
barely above that of India and China. The people live in 
abject poverty, while the bigwigs among the Communists 
live better than most millionaires do in this country. 


87. Can you give some figures? 


For example, as of 1947, a Russian had to work 22 days for 
money enough to buy a suit of clothes. An American could 
get a much better suit for 20% hours’ work. 

Even today in Russia, a man works for 32 hours to buy a 
cotton dress for his wife. In America a man works only 4 
hours to buy his wife a better dress. 

In Russia it takes a worker 108 hours to earn a pair of 
shoes. In America he can do it in 9 hours. 

In Russia a man must work one hour and forty minutes to 
buy a bottle of beer. In America he needs to work only six 
minutes. 

The same comparison works out all along the line for food, 
shelter, and other necessities of life. 
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88. Where do Communists come from in America? 


Contrary to what you may have heard, the record shows 
that relatively few Communists spring directly from the 
people who work at hard labor. Mainly, Communists come 
from the so-called “middle class’—doctors, lawyers, teachers, 
actors, writers, accountants, other white-collar workers, and 
even at times among the clergy. 

Most Communists have never worked with their hands, 
except where and when directed by the Party. This is the 
case not only in the United States but all over the world. 


89. What is the World Federation of Trade Unions? 


The WFTU was formed by a group of labor leaders in Sep- 
tember 1945, as an effort intended to carry over into peace 
the wartime alliance of the United States, Great Britain, Rus- 
sia, and other countries, insofar as the labor organizations of 
those countries were involved. But it has not succeeded be- 
cause of Communist infiltration. 


90. Does labor in this country support tt? 


The American Federation of Labor has refused to affiliate. 
On September 17, 1948, President William Green, of the 
A. F. of L., said: 
ga: our efforts to bring security, prosperity, and peace to the work- 


ers of Europe is ranged a powerful fifth column of Moscow, which mas- 
querades under the name of the World Federation of Trade Unions. 


91. How about the CIOP 
The CIO pays international dues to the WFTU. At the 
recent CIO convention a resolution was adopted aiming to 
bring the WFTU back to the purpose for which it was 
founded. 
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92. What labor organizations abroad back the WETU? 


The labor federations in the Soviet-controlled countries of 
Poland, Albania, Bulgaria, Hungary, Romania, Czechoslo- 
vakia, and Yugoslavia. 

In Italy, the Confederation of Labor, headed by Di Vit- 
torio, a Communist. 

In France, the Confederation of Labor which is almost 
entirely Communist-dominated. 

In the Western Hemisphere, the Latin-American Federa- 
tion of Labor, headed by Vicente Lombardo Toledano, which 
consistently attacks the United States and its foreign policies. 


93. Are they catching on to it abroad? 


Arthur Deakin, one of the leaders of the labor movement 
in Britain, and a former president of the WFTU, itself, 
warned the British Trade Union Congress this year: 

The Communists have captured the World Federation of Trade Unions 


and are using it as a medium for advancing Soviet propaganda, not only in 
Europe, but throughout the world. 


94. What is the American Communists’ attitude toward the 
WFTUP 


William Z. Foster, head of the Communist Party in this 
country, has stated that: 


> 


It is imperative that the world’s workers, through the World Federation of 
Trade Unions, should intervene in the proceedings of the United Nations. 


95. Have the Communists actually used the international 
labor movement in recent years to capture governments? 


Specifically, in Poland, Czechoslovakia, and each of the 
other European governments now Communist dominated. 
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96. What's a good program for an American union man 
against Communism? 


Here is one given by James B. Carey, secretary-treasurer 
of the CIO: 

Full exposure of the Communists, plus a strong progressive 
policy “far in advance of the bogus progressivism of the 
Communists.” 

Swift, flexible infighting that defeats the Communists at 
their own game within the union. 


97. What is the CIO doing about this itself? 


At its latest convention, CIO President Philip Murray offi- 
cially denounced “unfit” unions and the CIO executive board 
was given broad power to organize workers in fields where 
such unions had “failed.” 

Also, there has been an extensive house cleaning of State 
and city industrial union councils, which, according to Carey, 
were “often converted into virtual soapboxes of Communist 
propaganda.” 


98. Which unions did Murray call “unfit”? 


The United Office and Professional Workers of America 
(CIO) and the United Public Workers of America (CIO), 
which will be dealt with extensively in the series, “About 
Communism and Government.” 


99. What is the biggest single blow the Communists have felt 
from the CIOP 


Expulsion of the Greater New York CIO Council—key unit 
in the whole Communist program. This took place November 
20, 1948. 
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100. Well, then, can’t we just relax now and forget it? 


At your peril. We promised this series, as a whole, will 
answer question 1. Read it again and see why we say that we 
do in the answer to question 100. 
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Our GovERNMENT is under attack. The enemy is Communism. 
If Communism were to win, there would be no United States 
Constitution, Courts, President, or Congress. 

The American Republic would be wiped out, and in its 
place there would be a system with which freedom cannot 
live. 


1. Are Communists traitors? 


This whole series is to help you make up your own 
mind on that. The facts speak louder than words. 


2. Are Communists loyal? 
To Stalin. Not to the U. S. A. 


3. Are Communists spies? 

Anytime they are ordered to be by their Party. 
4, Would Communists support our Government in war with 
Russia? 

The sworn testimony of their present leader in this coun- 
try is “no.” 
5. Do American Communists EV ER uphold our Government? 


When it suits Moscow’s purposes. For instance, from 1939 
to 1941, while Germany and Russia were on the same side 
in the European war, American Communists sabotaged our 
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arms factories, and spied on our Government for Hitler as 
well as Stalin. They even tried to stir sedition and rebellion in 
the armed forces. But when Germany attacked Russia, they 
wrapped themselves with the U. S. flag overnight and imme- 
diately demanded that we go to war—for Russia's sake. 


6. Are there any Communists in our Government now? 


We hate to say it, but nobody knows whether there are 
3 or 3,000, even though $17,000,000 have been spent by the 
President in the last two years to find out. Read on for 
details. 


7. Well, what do they want? 


To capture our Government any way they can, in order to 
use it against us. 


8. Why do Communists want to upset things as they areP 


Communists believe in Communism. Nothing else. They 
mean to enslave the world under Communist command. 


9. Do they admit that? 


Nikolai Lenin, founder of Communist government in 
Russia in 1917, at that time declared “the historical mission 
of the Soviets to be the gravediggers, the heir and the suc- 
cessor” to the governments of the world. 


10. And theyre still headed that way? 


Look at the roll call of conquered nations across Europe 
and Asia. See how Communist rule has grown in thirty-one 
years, until now it commands more people than any other 
system of government on earth, more than any ever has before 
in the history of the world. 
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11. What's the secret of its success? 
The carelessness and indifference of other people. 


12. How do you mean? 


Communism is a terrible international organization of 
spies, wreckers of civilization, and destroyers of nations. 

It is directed and managed as a world army from the city of 
Moscow, Russia. 

Communists in every country are strictly disciplined, 
closely organized Russian agents. 

But they overturn governments and destroy nations NOT 
through their own power. They do it through the theft of 
others’ power. 


13. How do they get at this power? 


By filtering into key spots of control while the majority in 
any country still thinks Communism is “just a crackpot idea” 
and “Communists are just another political pressure group.” 


14, Where are these keys to power? 


In the government, in the schools, the churches, and labor 
unions, 


15. Are Communists in this country part of this world move- 
ment? 


Not “movement.” The right word is “conspiracy.” All Com- 
munists, everywhere, are a part of it. A Communist in China, 
in Washington, D. C., in London, Paris, Berlin, or Rome, is the 
same as any other Communist. — 

Every one is an agent of Moscow working for the capture 
of the world. 
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16. Well, supposing they win here, what happens? 
The Constitution will go. The free American Republic will 
be dead. 
17. Would we have a President as we have today? 
No. 


18. Would we have a Supreme Court? 
No. 


19. Would we have a Congress? 
No. 


20. How about the State, county, and city Governments? 


Gone. 


21. Well, how would the Government be run? 


By one man, the top U. S. Communist. He would be our 
President, Congress, Supreme Court, and everything else, all 
rolled into one. And even HE would only be an office boy 
for a man in Moscow-—Stalin. 


22. Would we even be known as the United States of America 
any longer? 

No. William Z. Foster, present head of the Communist 
Party, U.S. A., says we would be known as “Soviet America” 
if the Communists take over. Our symbol of freedom, the 
Stars and Stripes, would be replaced by the Red flag of 
Russia. 


23. And that’s what Communism wants to deliver here? 


Right. 
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24. Suppose we didn’t like it? 


Too late. Once in power, the Communists kill and destroy 
until there is not even a seed-bed left for opposition to their 
monopoly of power. 


25. How does the Communist Party keep such a tight control 
of power where it is in command? 

The Communists own the guns. 
26. But don’t they promise to help people live better if they 
get into power? 

That they do. But name one place where they have de- 
livered. | 
27. What do the Communists themselves get out of it? 


Rich livings where they are on top, but the main thing is 
that Communists all have a lust for power which drives them 
night and day. Government by their system is the only thing 
that satisfies their lust. 


28. And you say some Communists have sneaked into our 
Government, as it is todayP 


Yes. And we repeat, nobody knows how many. 


29. When and how did they break in? 


You'll have to review a little U. S. and world history to get 
a clear picture. There have been changes in direction for the 
Communists over here from time to time, each of which has 
had its influence on Communists in government. 


30. What was the first development? 
The Communist Party in the United States was organized 
at Chicago, Illinois, September 1-7, 1919. For ten years there- 
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after, it went through a series of violent internal shake-ups 
and factional fights that kept it from concentrating very 
effectively on our own governmental machinery. 

Furthermore, the official Party theory then was that we 
were on the verge of a crack-up, anyhow, and would be 
taken over any day. Therefore filtering into our governmental 
machinery was regarded as a waste of time. 


81. Did they really say that we were cracking up? 
Here’s a quote from Stalin, May 6, 1929: 


I think the moment is not very far off when a revolutionary crisis will 
develop in America. 

He said that in the course of a speech outlining a complete 
reorganization of the Communist set-up over here to prepare 
for what he called “its historic task” of taking over the U.S.A. 
in crisis. 


32. Well, didn’t we actually HAVE a “revolutionary crisis,” 
just as he predicted? 


No, even though the U. S. A. and the rest of the world all 
plunged together into a terrible economic slump. 


33. How did Russia do in that slump? 


Curiously enough, the government most violently shaken 
of all in the world was Stalin’s. The Communist Party in Rus- 
sia broke in two and Stalin had to spend the better part of 
the next eight years shooting and killing off his opposition. 

As for the people of Russia, they suffered the most terrible 
privations. 

Millions literally starved to death. The standard of living 
dragged along barely above that of China and India. 
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84. How about the U. S. A.P 


We had ample power under our Constitution to act, and 
so did. The United States and its citizens found a peaceful 
road out of the depression without any Moscow-type purges, 
killings, or violence. 

In fact, we not only recovered from the depression under 
our tried and true Constitutional system, but even financed 
and fought the most terrible war in history, and Soviet Russia 
itself would have been destroyed without our aid. 

Today, still under that system, we are the hope and envy 
of the world. Russia is not. 


35. What's all that got to do with Communists in our Govern- 
ment? 


It’s just to remind you of some serious facts of life and to 
point out by comparison the different effects of freedom and 
slavery. 

Our system still survives IN SPITE of Communists within 
and without. On the other hand, the Communists, even with 
a total monopoly of power, still have to use guns to rule. 


36. Well, when did they begin to invade OUR Government? 


The fatal official turning point was November 16, 1933, the 
day when the Government of the United States granted 
diplomatic recognition to the Soviet government of Russia. 
That ended the futile first phase of Communist activity in 
this country and a second far more deadly development got 
under way. 


37. What was that? 
The famous “Trojan Horse” or “United Front” program by 
which Communists were directed to say less in public about 
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violent revolution and DO more toward corrupting from 


88. By the way, what did our Government get, officially, in 
return for granting Stalin diplomatic recognition? 


Promises to (a) settle all outstanding debts between the 
two countries, (b) develop mutual trade, (c) end Communist 
propaganda against our Constitution, and (d) refuse support 
to the Communists here seeking to destroy our country. 


39, Were any of these promises kept? 


Not one. 


40. Well, what actually happened? 


In Russia itself, the crisis of the Communist Party con- 
tinued its bloody way. More than 1,000,000 Party members 
(about a third of the total membership) were expelled in 
1933, alone. 

The next year an open reign of terror and assassination 
swept the country. The terrible “purge trials” began and it 
was obvious to the world that Communism was at the point 
of real collapse. 

But it was saved by U. S. recognition and by that afore- 
mentioned “United Front” and “Trojan Horse” program. 


41. What form did this strategy take over here in the U.S.A.P 


Communists stopped operating apart from everybody else 
and instead began to join other people's movements and to 
offer their own, disciplined forces to promoters of special 
causes and public issues with intent to capture “fellow travel- 
ers’ and “Communist front” organizations. 
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42. What is a “fellow traveler’? 
Anybody who allies himself with Communists in anything 


is a fellow traveler. He is a deadly weapon, for he deceives 
others and often himself, that Communism can be led to 
peaceful ways. 


43, Is that possible? 


Neither in fact nor in theory. The Communists have always 
made it basic in their thoughts that VIOLENCE is inevitable 
in their struggle for the world. And in all their captures, from 
Russia in 1917 down to China in 1948, they have USED 
violence as their weapon. 


44, What's a “Communist front”? 


Any organization that lends itself to Communist purposes. 
This committee has just issued a pamphlet, 144 pages long, 
on this subject listing examples. It is entitled “CITATIONS 
by Official Government Agencies of Organizations and Pub- 
lications Found to be Communist or Communist Fronts.” 
You can get it by writing the committee, or the Government 
Printing Office. 


45. When did these spring up in the U.S. A.P 


Immediately upon U. S. recognition of Soviet Russia. Com- 
munists, fellow travelers, and front agents promptly flooded 
Washington, and began to worm their way into the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 


46. Where did they show up, mostly? 


The main inflow was through the Public Works Agency, 
Works Progress Administration, Agricultural Adjustment 
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Administration, and National Recovery Administration, dur- 
ing the years 1933-36. 

The Federal Art Project, Federal Writers’ Project, Federal 
Theatre Project, and such organizations introduced them in 
large numbers. 


47. Did they stay in these? 


By no means. Within a few years, Communist lawyers, ac- 
countants, executives, and scientists were solidly entrenched 
in Washington in various Government departments. 


48, Who let them do it? 


You. The voting public is the real power of Government in 
this country. Public indifference to the realties of Commu- 
nism in past years caused indifference on the part of govern- 
mental officials. 


49. How do you mean “indifference”? 
Here is an example given by J. Edgar Hoover: 


The FBI submitted a 57-page report to the Federal Security Agency on 
March 7, 1942, on Doxey Wilkerson. The investigation recorded interviews 
with persons who stated that he was a member of the Communist Party. Fol- 
lowing submission of the report, we were advised by the Federal Security 
Agency that further investigation failed to show Wilkerson was “subversive 
or disloyal to our Government.” 


50. Well, was he? 
The Hoover report answers that: 


Wilkerson subsequently transferred to OPA and resigned on June 19, 1948. 
Within 24 hours he announced his new job as a “Communist Party or- 
ganizer.” He was subsequently appointed a member of the National Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party. To be eligible for service with the National 
Committee, one “must have been a member of the Party in continuous good 
standing for at least four years.” 


[250] 


COMMUNISM AND GOVERNMENT 
51. You blame me for that sort of thing? 
Yes. Until the general public demands it, offices of the Gov- 


ernment will always tend to be slack about cracking down. , 


52. How did the Communists use the federal theatre, writers, 
and other such projects? 


To present Communist propaganda plays, to feature Com- 
munist actors, to distribute Communist propaganda in Gov- 
ernment books, pamphlets, and art work. 


53. Can you give a sample of Communism in the WPA theatre 
project? 
Here is the testimony of a confidential investigator for the 


head of the WPA, regarding two of the Federal Theatre 
Project Plays: 
. .. there was one with the title “Triple A Plowed Under.” That was one 


play which on the opening night required 80 New York policemen to guard 
the play and prevent a riot. 


It contained a scene in which the secretary of the Communist Party con- — 


demns the judiciary of the United States Government. Such characters as 
George Washington and Andrew Jackson were removed from the play in 
order to give a prominent part to the secretary of the Communist Party, 
Earl Browder. 

The conclusion of the play is the establishment of a political party in ac- 
cordance with the wish expressed by the secretary of the Communist Party, 
expressed by Mr. Earl Browder himself in a radio broadcast a short time 
previous to the production. ... 

Then there was “The Class of ’29.” The script called for the cast to carry 
the Red Soviet banner. While they start in the beginning of a show, they do 
not really carry the props used for the production. So they carried something 
which was to take the place of the Soviet banner. 


54. How about writing? 


Well, for example, Committee Report issued January 3, 
1939, pp. 31 and 32, tells in detail how Communists slipped 
their propaganda into the WPA writers program of “state 
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guides”, a series of supposedly historical and descriptive 
studies of the 48 states. 


55. How about the art project? 


Same story. In numerous communities, after post offices 
and other federal buildings had been decorated at consider- 
able expense to the taxpayers, paintings were covered over 
or removed upon public demand. Communist-corrupted art 
work, however, can still be found in many public places to 


this day. 


56. What was the idea of all this? 


The Communists try to tilt public sentiment their way by 
propaganda in art, literature, and music. The chance to carry 
on such a campaign at the taxpayers’ expense was a stroke of 
fortune they naturally would not overlook. But it was only 
a sideline to their main job. 


57. What was that? 


The same it remains today. Espionage. 


58. How did they set up this spy systemP 


Naturally, it is impossible for any outsider to know the full 
story, but the main outlines are clear. 

Sometime in the 1930's the Party planted secret operatives 
high in the U. S. executive branch and began to place around 
them a corps of skilled agents. 


59. Have any of them been identified? 


Some extremely important officials have been accused by 
witnesses before this committee as either Communists or fel- 
low travelers. Details further along in this series. 
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60. Has your committee ever conducted a real investigation 
into the departments to clean up these matters? 


Not on the scale we would like. Such facts as we have 
learned are just byproducts in carrying out the committee's 
mission from the House to investigate subversive activity of 
all kinds, wherever found, report on the facts to the House 
and recommend legislation accordingly. 


61. Getting down to details of what you HAVE found, how 
about Communism in federal employee unions? 


The United Public Workers of America (CIO) is deep into 
Federal service and it is Communist-controlled. 

The UPWA has 15,000 members in the highly strategic 
Panama Canal Zone and the U. S. District Attorney there 
has openly declared this situation a public danger. 


62. How about the Army, Navy, etc.P 


Communists are in there, too. How many we don't know. 


63. How about atomic energy? 


The best indication is the fact that the Atomic Energy 
Commission this fall of 1948 had to withdraw recognition 
of certain unions because the union’s officers would not sign 
non-Communist affidavits. 

The AEC has now ruled that for “security reasons” the offi- 
cers of ALL unions with which it deals must be put through 
a federal loyalty investigation whether the employees are 


working for the Government or for some contractor with 
AEC. 


64. Is this going to be the rule for ALL federal agencies, now? 


We recommend it, not only for all federal but state and 
other governmental agencies. 
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The disclosure of Communist union officers is not only im- 
portant to safe government but also to the protection of 
unions themselves from Communist sabotage. 


65. Do Communists ever try to fix elections? 


As in every other field, they lay a poisonous hand on the 
ballot box. They sometimes run candidates in the open under 
the Communist label. More often they enter into corrupt bar- 
gains to back their stooges under cover. 


66. Any proof? 


For example, in the 1940 Presidential election year, this 
committee made a special inquiry into Communist voting 
tactics. 

Surveys in Maryland, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, Ken- 
tucky, and Ohio all unearthed wholesale frauds. 

More than 100 indictments were brought on the basis of 
evidence the committee disclosed and between 50 and 60 
convictions followed. But that did not end the problem. 
Communists still try to corrupt the ballot box at every oppor- 
tunity. 


67. What is their method? 


Communist candidates circulate petitions for nominations 
and obtain signatures, without disclosing WHAT party the 
candidates represent. 

They also have been convicted of forging signatures, using 
false names and generally showing contempt for the law. 


68. Why have they ever bothered to meddle in elections they 
cant win? 


To use their own words, “for training, experience,” and to 
keep a certain amount of their propaganda before the voters. 
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69. They dont think they could put Communism over here 
by peaceful ballot, do they? 


Says William Z. Foster, present head of the Party in this 
country: 


There must be no illusions about peacefully capturing the state. 


70. Well, what's the REAL Communist program for capturing 
our Government? 


It starts with spying and infiltration of the sort now going 
on. Then confusion and chaos caused by sudden paralysis of 
our communications, transportation, money system and law 
enforcement. 

Finally, direct seizure of power. 

Communists have spent the last fifteen years hiding their 
key men in our Army, Navy, diplomatic corps, treasury, and 
other control points of Government. 


71. How do you know they're there? 


Ten years of this committee’s records, plus the convictions. 
and indictments obtained by the Department of Justice. For 
an outside check, read the Report of the Canadian Royal Com- 
mission, June 27, 1946, on the spy ring caught in Ottawa, 
Canada. 


72. Can you tell something about it? 


Yes. Igor Gouzenko, a code clerk in the Russian Embassy 
there, suddenly walked out one day in September 1945 and 
handed the Canadian government official Russian spy papers. 
that showed how just ONE group he knew about had stolen. 
U. S. secrets in wartime. 


73. Such asP 


Samples of atomic bomb explosive, secrets of radar, radio- 
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controlled shell fuses, and other highly secret and important 
instruments of U. S. fighting power. 


74. How did the spies get those? 


Some traitors in the United States Government gave them 
to Russian agents who took them out by way of Canada. 


75. Who? 


The story is not yet all told. We recommend that you get 
detailed reports and hearings of this committee, to keep 
abreast of developments. 


76. What? 


For instance the Interim Report on Communist Espionage 
in the United States Government, August 28, 1948; and the 
Second Report, Soviet Espionage Within the United States 
Government, now being printed. Write the Government 
Printing Office for each pamphlet. 


77. Can you give some facts here? 


Briefly, a former Communist courier, Elizabeth T. Bentley, 
testified there were two spy groups in the Government with 
which she worked between 1941 and 1944—The Silvermaster 
group and Perlo group. Another former Communist agent, 
Whittaker Chambers, said he had his own apparatus in Gov- 
ernment agencies from 1932 to 1938 and that several others 
‘were operating at the same time. 


78. Did they name names? 


Yes. Bentley named 30 Government employees and Cham- 
bers named 9 who they testified were in the Communist un- 
derground. 

When the committee brought the principal subjects before 
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it to ask them about the charges, they refused to answer on 
grounds they might “incriminate” themselves. 


79. Were these people important? 


They held top jobs in our Government and some of them 
held commissions in the United States Army. 


80. Is there any proof that Government secrets were really 
stolen as Chambers has alleged? 


Chambers has produced a sheaf of confidential documents 
which were stolen from our State Department and other agen- 
cies. One result—Alger Hiss, former State Department official, 
has been indicted for perjury by a Federal Grand Jury. The 
Grand Jury investigation of espionage in our Government is 
still going on. 


81. How serious is this theft of documents? 


Well, just consider. 

Not only did Russia get secret U. S. military and diplomatic 
information from the documents—she also had the key to our 
code system so that she could intercept and understand all 
other secret messages sent by our State Department. 

Since Stalin was teamed up with Hitler in this period, the 
Nazis probably knew our Government secrets, too. 


82. What has your committee found out about Communism 
within our atomic energy program? 


Plenty. They have espionage rings which have been operat- 
ing at least since 1942, using American science and money to 
inform the Soviet Government of Russia on how to make the 
atom bomb. 
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83. Did they tell the Russians the “secret” of the bomb? 


Only the Russians and their spies know how much actually 
got abroad. 

For a more detailed idea of what this committee has learned 
to date about this matter, read the committee’s “Report on 
Soviet Espionage Activities in Connection with the Atom 
Bomb,” September 28, 1948, available at the Government 
Printing Office. 


84. What are some of the things it shows? 


For instance, Arthur Adams, who has been a Communist 
revolutionary since 1905, penetrated to the heart of the elec- 
tronics industry which was supplying information to our war- 
time atom bomb developments. He was in physical contact 
with Clarence Hiskey and other atomic scientists on the fa- 
mous “Manhattan Project.” 

In 1944, agents of the Manhattan District searched his 
rooms and there found “highly secret information” regarding 
the atomic bomb plant at Oak Ridge, Tenn., and other vitally 
important matters. 


85. Is that all your report shows? 


By no means. The report traces out in detail exactly how 
Adams and other agents were brought into the atomic energy 
program, who did the job, when, where and how, and in all 
lists a score of people who were in one way or another, at one 
time or another, used to further the interests of the Soviet 
Government against the welfare of the United States. 


86. Who besides your committee has anything to say about 
thisP 
On September 10, 1948, Gen. Leslie R. Groves, former head 
of the Manhattan District, testified: 
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I have no hesitancy in saying that there was continued and persistent and 
well-organized espionage against the United States, and particularly against 
the atom bomb project, by a foreign power with which we were not at war, 
and its misguided and traitorous domestic sympathizers or perhaps stooges 
would be a better word. ... 


87. And that sort of character has been living off my tax 
money? 


Has been, still is, and still will be, until YOU force every 
Communist out of power. 


88. How? 


Detection. Exposure. Prosecution. 


89. Are any of these being done? 


Not very well, even though Congress has been wrestling 
with the problem now for ten years. 


90. What's the story? 


On May 10, 1938, the House set this Committee on Un- 
American Activities to work. Since then, 25,000 pages of pub- 
lic and executive testimony have been taken. It has made 50 
reports to the House, which include recommendations for new 
laws. 


91. What's all this cost the taxpayer? 


The Committee's total appropriations to date have been 
$1,050,000. 


92. Has Congress followed the Committee's suggestions? 


In 1989, Congress forbade federal employees to be mem- 
bers of any group advocating the overthrow of the Consti- 
tution. 

In 1941, it strengthened that law by refusing pay to any 
person proved a member of any such group. 

[259] 


THE RED PLOT AGAINST AMERICA 


It has passed further laws giving the various executive 
agencies special powers and money to get rid of subversives. 


93. Any results? 


So little that in July 1946 a House Civil Service subcom- 
mittee urged a complete overhaul of security measures in the 
executive branch. 

On November 25, 1946, the President set up a commission 
to deal with employee loyalty. For two years since, an elabor- 
ate screening program has been under way. 


94. What has THAT cost? 


Funds appropriated by Congress for this screening pro- 
gram in the 1948 fiscal year totaled $11,000,000. For the 1949 
fiscal year, $6,606,000. 


95. How does it work? 


This gives you an idea. A federal employee who gets a job 
goes right to work before his loyalty to our Government is 
ever established. 

It doesn’t matter whether he is hired for a minor clerkship 
or a “sensitive” job of importance to national security, he still 
can be on the payroll for at least 120 days before the various 
checkups can determine whether he is a safe risk. 


96. Well, is it keeping down the riskP 


This committee feels the Communists have such deep-laid 
lines into the federal departments that the present security 
system is a feeble defense. 


97. What do you recommend? 


In the second session, the 80th Congress, this committee 
brought out a bill, H. R. 5852, known popularly as the Mundt- 
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Nixon bill. This contains the principles of law we feel neces- 
sary, still. 
98. What are these? 


A penalty of as much as ten years in jail and a $10,000 fine 
for anybody trying to set up a foreign-directed dictatorship 
in this country. 

Registration of Communists and their organizations as for- 
eign agents. 

No passports for Communists. 

Tougher rules to keep Communists out of our Government. 


99. How far did it get? 
Passed the House 319 to 58. Died in the Senate. 


100. What next? 
That’s up to the 81st Congress and you. 
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FORTY YEARS AGO, Communism was just a plot in the minds 
of a very few peculiar people. 

Today, Communism is a world force governing millions of 
the human race and threatening to govern all of it. 


Who are the Communists? How do they work? What do 
they want? What would they do to youP 


For the past 10 years your committee has studied these and 
other questions and now some positive answers can be made. 

Some answers will shock the citizen who has not examined 
Communism closely. Most answers will infuriate the Com- 
munists. 

These questions and answers are intended to help you 
know a Communist when you hear him speak and when you 
see him work. 

If you ever find yourself in open debate with a Communist 
the facts here given can be used to destroy his arguments com- 
pletely and expose him as he is for all to see. 

Every citizen owes himself and his family the truth about 
Communism because the world today is faced with a single 
choice: To go Communist or not to go Communist. Here are 
the facts. 


1. What is CommunismP 


A system by which one small group seeks to rule the world. 
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2. Has any nation ever gone Communist in a free election? 
No. 


3. Then how do the Communists try to get control? 


Legally or illegally, any way they can. Communism’s first 
big victory was through bloody revolution. Every one since 
has been by military conquest, or internal corruption, or the 
threat of these. 


CONSPIRACY is the basic method of Communism in 
countries it is trying to capture. 


IRON FORCE is the basic method of Communism in 
countries it has already captured. 


4. What would happen if Communism should come into 
power in this country? 


Our capital would move from Washington to Moscow. 
Every man, woman, and child would come under Communist 
discipline. 

5. Would I be better off than I am now? 

No. And the next 17 answers show why. 


6. Could I belong to a union? 


Under Communism, all labor unions are run by the Govern- 
ment and the Communists run the Government. Unions 
couldn’t help you get higher pay, shorter hours or better work- 
ing conditions. 

= They would only be used by the Communists to help keep 
you down. 

More complete details are given in the series ABOUT 
COMMUNISM IN LABOR. 
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7. Could I change my job? 


No, you would work where you are told, at what you are 
told, for wages fixed by the Government. 


8. Could I go to school? 


You could go to the kind of school the Communists tell you 
to, AND NOWHERE ELSE. You could go as long as they let 
you AND NO LONGER. ae 

You could read ONLY what the Communists let you; hear 
only what they let you, and as far as they could manage, you | 
would KNOW only what they let you. 

For details, see the series ABOUT COMMUNISM IN 
EDUCATION. 


9. Could I belong to the Elks, Rotary, or the American 
Legion? 

No. William Z. Foster, the head of the Communists in the 
United States, says: 

Under the dictatorship all the capitalist parties—Republican, Democratic, 
Progressive, Socialist, etc.—will be liquidated, the Communist Party func- 
tioning alone as the Party of the toiling masses. 

Likewise will be dissolved, all other organizations that are political props 
of the bourgeois rule, including chambers of commerce, employers’ associa- 


tions, Rotary Clubs, American Legion, YMCA, and such fraternal orders as 
the Masons, Odd Fellows, Elks, Knights of Columbus, etc. 


10. Could I own my own farm? 


No. Under Communism, the land is the property of the Gov- 
ernment, and the Government is run by the Communists. 
You would farm the land under orders and you could not 
make any decisions as to when or where you would sell the 
produce of your work, or for how much. 
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11. Could I own my own home? 


No. Under Communism, all real estate in the city as well as 
the country belong to the Government, which is in turn run 
by the Communists. 

Your living quarters would be assigned to you, and you 
would pay rent as ordered. 

12. What would happen to my insurance? 


The Communists would take it over. 


13. What would happen to my bank account? 

All above a small sum would be confiscated. The rest would 
be controlled for you. 
14. Could I leave any property to my family when I die? 


No, because you wouldn't have any to leave. 


15. Could I travel around the country as I please? 


No. You would have to get police permission for every move 
you make, if you could get it. 


16. Could I belong to a church? 


In Russia, the Communists have for thirty years tried every 
way they could to destroy religion. 

Having failed that, they are now trying to USE religion 
from the inside and the same Party strategy is now operating 
in the United States of America. 


17. Could I start up a business and hire people to work for me? 


To do so would be a crime for which you would be severely 
punished. 
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18. Could I teach what I please with “academic freedom”? 


You would teach only what the Communists authorize you 
to teach. 
You would be asking for jail or death to try anything else. 


19. Could I do scientific research free of governmental inter- 
ference and restrictions? 


Police and spies would watch your every move. You would 
be liquidated on the slightest suspicion of doing ANYTHING 
contrary to orders. 


20. Could I have friends of my own choice as I do now? 
No, except those approved by the Communists in charge of 
your life from cradle to grave. 
21. Could I travel abroad or marry a foreigner? 
You could do nothing of that sort except with permission of 
the Communists. 
22. Could I exchange letters with friends in other countries? 
With the police reading your mail, you could try—once. 


23. Could I vote the Communists out of control? 


No. See the series ABOUT COMMUNISM IN GOVERN- 
MENT, showing the facts of Communist government in 
other countries and the facts of Communism at work within 
OUR OWN government. 


24. But doesnt Communism promise poor people a better 
lifeP 
Communist politicians all over the world try in every way 
to break down nations as they are, hoping that in the confusion 
they will be able to seize control. 
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Promising more than you can deliver is an old trick in the 
history of the human race. 

Compare Communism’s promise with Communism’s per- 
formances in countries where it has come to power. 


25. What are some differences between Communist promise 
and Communist performance? 


When it is agitating for power, Communism promises more 
money for less work and security against war and poverty. 

In practice, it has not delivered any of this, anywhere in 
the world. 


26. But don’t the Communists promise an end to racial and 
religious intolerance? 


Yes, but in practice they have murdered millions for being 
religious and for belonging to a particular class. Your race 
would be no help to you under Communism. 


Your beliefs could get you killed. 


27. Why shouldn't I turn Communist? 


You know what the United States is like today. If you want 
it exactly the opposite, you should turn Communist. 

But before you do, remember you will lose your independ- 
ence, your property, and your freedom of mind. 

You will gain only a risky membership in a conspiracy which 
is ruthless, godless, and crushing upon all except a very few 
at the top. 


28. How many Communists are there in the world? 


There are 20,000,000 Communists, more or less, in a world 
of 2,295,125,000 people. In other words, about one person in 
115 is a Communist, on a world basis. 
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29. How many people are now ruled by Communism? 


About 200,000,000 directly; 200,000,000 more indirectly, 
and an additional 250,000,000 are under daily Communist 
pressure to surrender. 


30. Which countries are Communist controlled or governed? 


Albania, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Estonia, Finland, Hun- 
gary, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Romania, Russia, Yugoslavia. 

Important regions of Austria, Germany, Korea, Mongolia 
and Manchuria. 

Communism is concentrating now on immediate capture of 
Afghanistan, China, France, Greece, Latin America, Iran and 
Palestine. 

It has plans to seize every other country including the 
United States. 


31. How many Communists are there in the United StatesP 


There are approximately 80,000 out of a population of 145,- 
340,000 people. J. Edgar Hoover has testified that “in 1917 
when the Communists overthrew the Russian Government 
there was one Communist for every 2,277 persons in Russia. 
In the United States today there is one Communist for every 
1,814 persons in the country.” 


32. Why aren't there more? 


Because the Communist Party does not rely upon actual 
Party membership for its strength. J. Edgar Hoover testified: 

“What is important is the claim of the Communists them- 
selves that for every Party member there are ten others ready, 
willing, and able to do the Party’s work. Herein lies the great- 
est menace of Communism. 

“For these are the people who infiltrate and corrupt various 
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spheres of American life. So rather than the size of the Com- 
munist Party the way to weigh its true importance is by test- 
ing its influence, its ability to infiltrate.” 


33. How are they organized? 

Primarily around something they call a political party, be- 
hind which they operate a carefully trained force of spies, 
revolutionaries, and conspirators. 

The basic fact to remember is that Communism is a world 
revolutionary movement and Communists are disciplined 
agents, operating under a plan of war. 


34. Where are their headquarters in the United States, and 
who is in charge? 

Headquarters are at 35 East Twelfth Street, New York City. 
William Z. Foster, of 1040 Melton Avenue, New York City, 
has the title of “Chairman of the Communist Party of the 
United States,” but Foster is actually just a figurehead under 
control of foreign operatives unseen by and unknown to rank 
and file Communists. 


35. What is the emblem of the Communist Party in the United 
States? 


The hammer and sickle. 


36. What is the emblem of the Communist Party in the Soviet 
Union? 


The hammer and sickle. 
It is also the official emblem of the Soviet Government. 


37. What is the flag of the Communist Party in the United 
States? 


The red flag, the same as that of all Communist Parties of 
the world. 
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38. What is the official song of the Communist Party of the 
United States? 


The Internationale. Here is the Chorus: 


Tis the final conflict, 
Let each stand in his place; 
The International Soviet shall be the human race. 


89. Do the Communists pledge allegiance to the flag of the 
United States? 


The present head of the Communists in the United States 
has testified under oath that they DO NOT. 


40. What is the Communist Party set-up? 


At the bottom level are “shop and street units” composed of 
three or more Communists in a single factory, office, or neigh- 
borhood. 

Next is the section which includes all units in a given area of 
a city. Then come districts, composed of one or more States. 

At the top is the national organization, composed of a na- 
tional committee and a number of commissions. 


41. Who can become a member of the Communist Party of 
the United States? 

Anybody over 17 years of age who can convince the Party 
that his first loyalty will be to the Soviet Union and that he is 
able to do the Party’s work as a Soviet agent. 

He must be an active member of a Party unit. He must obey 
ALL Party decisions. He must read the Party literature. He 
must pay dues regularly. 


42. How do you go about joining the Party? 
You must know some member in good standing who will 
vouch for you to his Party unit. Your acceptance still depends 
[ 270 ] 


ABOUT COMMUNISM IN THE U. S. A. 


on the verdict of Party officials that you WILL AND CAN 
obey orders. 


43. Can you be a secret member? 


All Communists are secret members until authorized by the 
Party to reveal their connection. Party membership records 
are kept in code. Communists have a real name and a “Party 
name.” 


44, Are meetings public like those of ordinary political par- 
ties? 


No, meetings are secret and at secret addresses. Records are 
all secret and in code. Public demonstrations are held at regu- 
lar periods. 


45. What dues do you have to pay? 


They are adjusted according to income. They may range 
from as low as 2 cents a week to $15 a week with special as- 
sessments in addition. 


46. What do you have to promise? 


To carry out Communist Party orders promptly. To submit 
without question to Party decisions and discipline. 
~ To work for “The triumph of Soviet power in the United 
States.” 


47. After you join, what do you have to doP 


You have to obey the Party in all things. It may tell you to _ 
change your home, your job, your husband, or wife. It may 
order you to lie, steal, rob, or to go out into the street and fight. 

It claims the power to tell you what to think and what to do 
every day of your life. 

When you become a Communist, you become a revolu- 
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tionary agent under a discipline more strict than the United 
States Army, Navy, Marines, or Air Force have ever known. 


48. Why do people become Communists then? 


Basically, because they seek power and recognize the op- 
portunities that Communism offers the unscrupulous. 

But no matter why a particular person becomes a Com- 
munist, every member of the Party must be regarded the same 
way, as one seeking to overthrow the Government of the 
United States. 


49. What kind of people become Communists? 


The real center of power in Communism is within the pro- 
fessional classes. 

Of course, a few poor people respond to the Communist 
claim that it is a “working class movement.” 
_ But taken as a whole the Party depends for its strength on 
' the support it gets from teachers, preachers, actors, writers, 
. union-officials, doctors, lawyers, editors, businessmen, and 
even from millionaires. 


0. Can you quit being a Communist when you want to? 


The Communists regard themselves as being in a state of 
actual war against life as the majority of Americans want it. 

Therefore, Party members who quit or fail to obey orders 
are looked on as traitors to the “class war” and they may ex- 
pect to suffer accordingly when and as the Party gets around 
to them. 


51. How does the Communist Party of the United States 
work, day by day? 

The Communist Party of the United States works inside the 
law and the Constitution, and outside the law and the Consti- 
tution with intent to get control any way it can. 
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52. What are some types of Communist activities within the 
law? 


Working their way into key positions in the schools, the 
churches, the labor unions, and farm organizations. Inserting 
Communist propaganda into art, literature, and entertain- 
ment. Nominating or seeking control of candidates for public 
office. The immediate objective of the Communist Party is to 
confuse and divide the majority so that in a time of chaos they 
can seize control. 


53. What are some types of Communist activities outside the 
law? 


Spying, sabotage, passport fraud, perjury, counterfeiting, 
rioting, disloyalty in the Army, Navy and Air Force. 


54. What are some official newspapers or magazines of the 
Communist Party? 

Daily and Sunday Worker, 50 East Thirteenth Street, New 
York City; Morning Freiheit, 50 East Thirteenth Street, New 
_ York City; Daily Peoples World, 590 Folsom Street, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif.; Masses and Mainstream, 832 Broadway, New 
York City; Political Affairs, 882 Broadway, New York City. 
There are also numerous foreign language publications. 


59. Does the Party also publish books and pamphlets? 

Yes, thousands of them, through such official publishing 
houses as: International Publishers, 381 Fourth Street, New 
York City; Workers Library Publishers, 882 Broadway, New 
York City; New Century Publishers, 832 Broadway, New York 
City. 

56. Does the Party have public speakers and press agents? 

Hundreds of them, paid and unpaid, public and secret, 
_ hired and volunteered, intentional and unintentional. 
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Publicity seeking is one of the Party’s principal “legal” oc- 
cupations, intended to confuse people on all important issues 
of the day. 


57. How does the Party get the money for all this? 


At first it received money from Moscow but now it raises 
millions of dollars here in the United States through dues, 
foundations, endowments, special drives, and appeals. 


58. Do only Communists carry out Communist work? 


No. The Party uses what it calls “Fellow Travelers” and 
“Front Organizations” in some of its most effective work. 


59. What is a fellow traveler? 


One who sympathizes with the Party’s aims and serves the 
Party's purposes in one or more respects without actually 
holding a Party card. 


60. Is he important in the Communist movement? 


Vital. The fellow traveler is the HOOK with which the 
Party reaches out for funds and respectability and the 
WEDGE that it drives between people who try to move 
against it. 


61. What is a Communist front? 


An organization created or captured by the Communists to 
do the Party’s work in special fields. The front organization is 
Communism’s greatest weapon in this country today and 
takes it places it could never go otherwise—among people who 
would never willingly act as Party agents. 

It is usually found hiding among groups devoted to ideal- 
istic activities. Here are 10 examples out of hundreds of Com- 
munist fronts which have been exposed: 
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. American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born. 
. American Slav Congress. 

American Youth for Democracy. 

. Civil Rights Congress. 

. Congress of American Women. 

. Council for Pan-American Democracy. 

. International Workers Order. 

. National Committee to Win the Peace. 

. People’s Institute of Applied Religion. 

. League of American Writers. 
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62. How can a Communist be identified? 


Itis easy. Ask him to name ten things wrong with the United 
States. Then ask him to name two things wrong with Russia. 

His answers will show him up even to a child. 

Communists will denounce the President of the United 
States but they will never denounce Stalin. 


63. How can a fellow traveler be identified? 


Apply the same test as above and watch him defend Com- 
munists and Communism. 


64. How can a Communist front be identified? 


If you are ever in doubt, write, wire or telephone the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities, Room 226, House 
Office Building, Washington 25, D. C. Telephone National 
3120, Extension 1405. 


65. What do Communists call those who criticize them? 


“Red baiters,” “witch hunters,” “Fascists.” These are just 
three out of a tremendous stock of abusive labels Communists 
attempt to smear on anybody who challenges them. 
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66. How do they smear labor opposition? 


As “scabs,” “finks,” “company stooges,” and “labor spies.” 


67. How do they smear public officials? 


As “reactionaries,” “Wall Street tools,” “Hitlerites,” and “im- 
perialists.” 


68. What is their favorite escape when challenged on a point 
of factP 


To accuse you of “dragging in a red herring,” a distortion of 
an old folk saying that originally described the way to throw 
hounds off the track of a hot trail. 


69. What is the difference in fact between a Communist and 
a Fascist? 


None worth noticing. 


70. How do Communists get control of organizations in which 
the majority are not Communists? 


They work. Others won't. 

They come early and stay late. Others don’t. 

They know how to run a meeting. Others don’t. 

They demand the floor. Others won't. 

They do not hesitate to use physical violence or ANY form 
of persecution. They stay organized and prepared in advance 
of each meeting. The thing to remember is that Communists 
are trained agents under rigid discipline, but they can always 
be defeated by the facts. 


71. When was the Communist Party of the United States or- 
ganized, and where? 


September 1919, at Chicago. 
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72. Has it always been called by its present name? 


No. Here are the recorded, official name changes: 

1919—Communist Party of America, and the Communist 
Labor Party of America. 

1921—The above parties merged into the United Commu- 
nist Party of America. 

1922—The Communist Party of America and the Workers 
Party of America. 

1925—The above merged into one organization known as 
Workers (Communist) Party of America. 

1928—Communist Party of the United States. 

1944—Communist Political Association. 

1945 to present—Communist Party of the United States of 
America. 


73. Why has it changed its name so often? 

To serve Moscow and evade the law of the United States. 
74, Why isn’t the Communist Party a political party just like 
the Democratic and Republican parties? 


Because it takes its orders from Moscow. 


75. Are the Communists agents of a foreign power? 


Yes. For full details write the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, Room 226, House Office Building, Washington 25, 
D. C., for House Report No. 209, entitled The Communist 
Party of the United States as an Agent of a Foreign Power. 


76. Where cana Communist be found in everyday American 
lifeP | 
Look for him in your school, your labor union, your church, 
or your civic club. Communists themselves say that they can 
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be found “on almost any conceivable battlefront for the hu- 
man mind.” 


77. What States have barred the Communist Party from the 
ballot? 


Alabama, Arkansas, Illinois, Kansas, Ohio, Oklahoma, Ore- 
gon, Tennessee, and Wisconsin. 


78. How does Communism expect to get power over the 
United States if it cannot win elections? 


The Communists only compete for votes to cover their fifth- 
column work behind a cloak of legality. They expect to get 
power by ANY means, just so they get it. 

The examples of Poland, Czechoslovakia, and other coun- 
tries in Europe show just how many methods Communism 
applies. 

In each country different details—in all the same result. 


79. Why don't Communists over here go to Russia if they like 
that system so much? 


They are on duty here to take over this country. They 
couldn't go to Russia even if they wanted to, except on orders 
from Moscow. 


80. Which Communists get such ordersP 


High Party officials and special agents who are to be trained 
in spying, sabotage, and detailed planning for capture of this 
country. 


81. Where are they trained in Moscow? 


The Lenin Institute, a college in revolution which teaches 
how to capture railroads, ships, radio stations, banks, tele- 
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phone exchanges, newspapers, waterworks, power plants, and 


such things. 


82. Does Stalin let American Communists in to see him? 


Yes. Earl Browder and William Z. Foster, the two heads of 
the Party for the last 20 years, have both admitted under oath 
that they conferred with Stalin. 

The records show that Browder, for instance, made 15 
known trips to Moscow, several with false passports. 


88. Are American Communists used in the Soviet Secret 
Service? 


Yes, here are the names of a few such agents proves on the 
public records: 

Nicholas Dozenberg, George Mink, Philip Aroabers: 
Charles Dirba, Pascal Cosgrove, J. Mindel, Alexander Tracht- 
enberg, Julia Stuart Poyntz, Jack Johnstone, Charles Krum- 
bein, and Albert Feirabend. 


84. What central organization controls all the Communist 
Parties of the world? 

An organization originally set up in Moscow by the Gov- 
ernment of Russia, and known as the “Communist Interna- 
tional” called Comintern for short. 

It has since changed its name to “Communist Information 
Bureau” and is known as the Cominform. 


85. Who is the most important Communist in the United 
States today? 
The Cominform representative. 


86. Why is he here? 
To see that American Communists follow the orders of the 
Soviet-directed Cominform in all things. 
[ 279 ] 


THE RED PLOT AGAINST AMERICA 
87. Do they? 
Yes. 


88. Has any representative of this central organization ever 
been caught? : 


Yes. For example, over a period of 12 years one Gerhart 
Eisler, alias Brown, alias Edwards, alias Berger, did such 
work, making regular trips between the United States and 
Europe. 

On February 6, 1947, his activities were exposed by the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities and he has since 
been convicted in court of perjury and contempt of Congress. 


89. What is the best way to combat Communism? 


Detection, exposure, and prosecution. 


90. Are these being done? 


Millions of dollars have been spent by the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, Army and Navy Intelligence, and other exec- 
utive agencies to detect and keep track of Communists since 
the Party’s organization in this country a generation ago. 

Exposure in a systematic way began with the formation of 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities, May 26, 
1938. 


91. Have any Communists been prosecuted on other grounds? 


Yes. For violations of such laws as those governing pass- 
ports, immigration, perjury, criminal syndicalism, and con- 
tempt. 


92. Is this enough? 


No. The House of Representatives maintains this Commit- 
tee on Un-American Activities to study the problems of Com- 
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munism and all other subversive movements and recommend 
new laws if it feels they are needed. 


93. Has the Committee made any such recommendations? 


Yes. The latest is H. R. 5852, known as the Mundt-Nixon 
bill, which passed the House of Representatives on May 19, 
1948, by a vote of 319 to 58. 


94. What does this bill do? 


The main points are: 

To expose Communists and their fronts by requiring them 
to register publicly with the Attorney General and plainly 
label all their propaganda as their own. 

To forbid Communists passports or Government jobs. 

To make it illegal for ANYBODY to try to set up in this 
country a totalitarian dictatorship having ANY connection 
with a foreign power. 


95. What is Communism’s greatest strength? 


Its secret appeal to the lust for power. Some people have 
a natural urge to dominate others in all things. 

Communism invites them to try. 

The money, hard work, conspiracy, and violence that go 
into Communism, add up to a powerful force moving in a 
straight line toward control of the world. 


96. What is Communism’s greatest weakness? 


The very things that give it strength. For just as some 
people have a natural lust to dominate everybody else, so do 
most people have a natural determination to be free. 

Communism can dominate only by force. 

Communism can be stopped by. driving every Communist 
out of the place where he can capture power. 
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97. What is treason? 


Our Constitution says that “Treason against the United 
States, shall consist only in levying War against them, or in 
adhering to their Enemies, giving them Aid and Comfort. No 
Person shall be convicted of Treason unless on the Testimony 
of two Witnesses to the same overt Act, or on Confession in 
open Court.” 


98. Are the Communists committing treason today? 


The Soviet Union has launched what has been called a 
“cold war” on the United States. Therefore, Communists are 
engaged in what might be called “COLD WAR TREASON.” 

The Mundt-Nixon bill is intended to fight this “cold war 
treason.” 

If our war with Communism should ever change from 
“cold” to “hot” we can expect the Communists of the United 
States to fight against the flag of this country openly. 


99. What should I do about all this? 


Know the facts. Stay on the alert. Work as hard against 
the Communists as they work against you. 


: 100. Where can I get information about Communism regu- 


larly? 


Write the House Committee on Un-American Activities, 
Room 226, Old House Office Building, Washington, D. C., 
for a selected list of official publications. 
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